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Ghe Solertors’ Journal. 


LONDON, MAY 11, 1872, 
— 


PUBLIC OPINION SEEMS NOW as decided in America as 
on this side of the Atlantic, that the “ Indirect Claims ” 
ought not to have formed part of the American Case ; 
And yet up to this time that part of the Case totally 
blocks the progress of the arbitration. A proposal 
was made on the part of the Government of the United 
States to lift the arbitration over the obstacle presented 
by these lifeless but obstructive claims, by an arrangement 
that the claims should not be formally withdrawn, but 
that the arbitration should be proceeded with as though 
they were withdrawn, an agreement being made at the 
same thne, between the two Powers, that Great Britain 
will never make similar claims on any future occasion 
when we may have been belligerent, and the United 
States neutral. Such an arrangement as this is open to 
all the disadvantages of an “ understanding,” which, as 
every lawyer knows, is the fruitful parent of misunder- 
standings ; while the stipulation that Great Britain is 
not to make indirect claims in the future is absurdly 
supererogatory. For our own part, we have hopes that 
the good sense of the American public will still carry 
the matter, and that the ‘‘ Indirect Claims ” will be ulti- 
mately withdrawn. Public opinion in America seems 
fully to recognise this as the logical, as well as candid 
and honourable course. It cannot be worth while pre- 
tending to uphold formally what by universal consensus 
is virtually abandoned. The following observations 
by the Hon. William Beach Laurence on the subject 
appear in the Providence Daily Journal :— 

It would seem that, within a few days, the point in dis- 
pute in reference to the meaning of the treaty has occupied 
the attention of Congress, and that it has been suggested 
that the United States should withdraw their claim for 
indirect damages. While it is universally conceded that no 
one has ever had the most remote idea that any award will 
be made on their account, it has been, as we conceive, very 
absurdly contended that having put forward a claim, how- 
ever preposterous we ourselves may deem it, our dignity 
requires that it should be passed on by the arbitrators. 

To extricate ourselves from the dilemma in which we are 
now placed, it has been suggested that the British Govern- 
ment should allow the claim to go forward, with a pledge 
on our part that our arbitrator would concur in a decision 
rejecting it; and it has been alleged, in support of this 
view, that a similar course had been pursued by the com- 
missioners;sitting at Washington, in relation to the Confe- 
federate loan. But it is to be remembered that in the case 
of the Washington Commissioners, the parties possessing 
the claims were individuals ; while in the present case, the 
Government of the United States is a direct party. For our 
own part, believing that the claim for indirect damages was 
unwisely presented in the first instance, wo cannot but think 
that the magnanimous policy for the United States to adopt 
would be frankly to say so. We cannot but believe that 
such a declaration would be preferable, in every point of 
wiew, to bringing the matter formally before the Board, 
with the uuderstanding beforchand that it should be una- 
nimously rejected, even if, since the recent action of the 





British Government, such a course should now be open to 
us. The dispute practically would seem to have resolved 
itself into a mere question of etiquette. The United States 


do not make the demand with the expectation of getting 
anything, and all that England insists on is that this little 
ceremony may not be gone through. 





THE QUESTION of the admissibility of a Jew to the 
office of Chancellor, to which we referred in our issue 
of April 27th, has since been the subject of discussion 
in the House of Commons. The Attorney-General, 
on Monday last, stated in answer to a question by Sir 
C. O’Loghlen, that Jews were eligible. ‘‘ What kept 
them out,” he said, ‘‘ were the words in the oath ‘on 
the true faith of a Christian,’ but as the statute of 
1867 omitted these words, the Jews could take the 
oath, and could consequently hold any office either in 
England or Ireland.’’ This exposition of the law seems 
to us to be entirely erroneous. As we pointed out, the 
real reason of exclusion is not the nature of the 
Chancellor’s oath at all. No doubt a Jew could take 
the oath, though it may be he would find it impossible 
to take his seat in the House of Peers without an 
enabling resolution. Still, this circumstance would 
not affect his right to hold the office, for a Chancellor 
is not ex necessitate a peer. The ground of his inca- 
pacity is his race, just as the ground of a woman’s 
incapacity to yote is her sex. In neither case is there 
any disabling law. What is required to qualify Jews 
for the Chancellorship, or women for votes, is an 
enabling law. And we may add, the nature of the 
Chancellor’s duties is incompatible with the notion 
that a Jew can fill the office. What, for example, is 
to become of the ecclesiastical patronage? A Jew 
cannot present as a private patron to a single living. 
May he present virtute oficii to hundreds of benefices ? 
There can be but one answer to the question. 

We cannot but think, therefore, that Sir John 
Coleridge is mistaken in the view he takes of this 
matter. The argument, too, which he addressed 
to the House upon the eligibility of Roman Catholics 
appears to us to be entirely fallacious. Indeed, he ap- 
pears himself to have had many misgivings as to its 
soundness. It may be expedient to throw open the 
Chancellorship both to Roman Catholics and Jews. 
That is a political question with which we are not 
concerned. Butif the office is already open to them, by 
reason of the recent alteration in the form of oath, a 
result has been arrived at, which the Legislature cer- 
tainly for a moment never contemplated. 





THE QUESTION REALLY INVOLVED in Mr. Faweett’s 
motion, relative to the position and emoluments of the 
Law Officers of the Crown, is one of the highest impor- 
tance, albeit we doubt very much whether the hon, 
member was the least aware of the one The matter, 
as it presents itself to us, comes to this—Are the Attor- 
ney and Solicitor-General to continue to be taken from 
the leading advocates on the Government side in the 
House of Commons, or to be chosen on the principle ap- 
plicable to epee ae on. ? In otherwords,are the Law 
Officers to be looked upon as ‘* leading advocates * under 
a general retainer from the Crown, or as “ standing coun- 
sel? tothe Government? At present they exercise both 
these functions (which are essentially different), and it 
will probably be necessary that they should continue to 
do so in the future, but the question at issue is, which 
should be looked upon as the guiding qualification? 
Under the arrangement which prevailed down to and 
inclusive of the appointment of the present Attorney- 
General the Law Officers were simply advocates holding 
a general retainer from the Crown, and who therefore, 
in accordance with the universal practice, were entitled 
to a brief whenever the Crown was concerned ; and such 
is still the position of the junior counsel to the Treasury, 
with this qualification merely, that while every Govern- 
ment necessarily selects its own leating counsel, the 
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juniors practically hold their retainers ‘‘ during good be- 
J i J 5 


haviour.” But, just as the same considerations which 
would guide any private individual to give a general 
retainer to any particular counsel would probably also 
determine him to seek the advice of the same counsel 
in matters within his province, it has been the practice 
of every Government to require the assistance of its Law 
Officers upon all questions on which it desired legal ad- 
vice; and, as the tendency of public bodies is always 
towards routine, it has gradually become a matter of 
course to refer every question, falling within certain 
classe, for the opinion of the Law Officers, and to pay 
them for it, whether their advice is reilly wanted or 
not. This is the apparent abuse which has given the 
occasion for Mr. Fawcett’s motion, 


But it will easily be seen that this is only an abuse 
if the consultative duties of the Law Officers be deemed 
the more important part of their functions. In this case 
we admit that the simplest, most satisfactory, and 
most economical course that could be pursued would 
be to select competent advi-ers, and either pay them 
for the advice required, and no more, or (as has been 
done in the case of Sir George Jessel) agree with them 
for a fixed sum in the nature of a commutation of 
their fees for this part of their duties. But then it is 
absurd to require advisers so selected and paid to 
be members of the House of Commons, and it would 
be ridiculous to change such advisers on every change 
of Government, or to make political partizanship a 
sine gua non for the appointmentto such a post; and 
if none of these things were required, doubtless most 
competent advisers could be had on terms little, if at 
all, more onerous in the way of expense than is now 
required for a supply of competent puisne judges. On 
the other hand, if the first duty of a Law Officer is to 
be an advocate holding a perpetual retainer from the 
Government, not only in the Courts of Law, but in 
the ‘‘ High Court of Parliament,” then it becomes a 
necessity that the choice should be restricted to politi- 
cal adherents holding seats in the House of Commons, 
and further, that the very most powerful and successful 
advocates available should be selected. But if such 
men are to recognise for the public business a priority 
of claim, they must necessarily, being already in most 
instances over-full of work, relinquish a considerable 
portion of their private practice; and it is by no means 
to be assumed that, on going out of office, this or any 
material portion of it will be recovered. It has 
sometimes been the case,no doubt, that an ex-Soli- 
citor-General has not found his private practice 
materially injured by his tenure of office, but 
the contrary is of far more frequent occurrence, 
and the risk would often be quite sufficient 
to deter a leading advocate from accepting office, 
if the prize were not great in proportion to the 
sacrifice. The analogy of a judgeship, for which 
men in large practice have frequently made 
eactifices of income, is fallacious, for the “fixity 
of tenure,” which is one of the great induce- 
mnenta to accepting the one, is, ex hypothesi, neces- 
sarily absent from the other. The result is, there- 
fore, simaply this: if it be desired that the Law 
Officers of the Crown should continue to be political 
advocates, but two courses are open: either continue 
the existing system, by which the country pays these 
Officers merely for a priority of claim to their services, 
leaving them free to preserve, w far as they can, the 
professional connection on which they must fall back 
on going out of office, or, in the endeavour to pur- 
Chase their whole time, make up ur ininds to see these 
places, instead of being an object of ambition to the 
mont saccmiul advocates, passed on as unworthy of 
ther sanyptance, lo become the prize of counsel of com- 
paratively restricted practiconad inferior position. Even 
Ws ge and highly paid a post as that of Legal 
Member of the Council of India has, for wo far, failed 
in attracting any of the advocates really in the front 





rank of the bar; though, as that is rather a judicial 
than a political office, and its duties rather consultative 
than forensic, this is a result of comparatively small 
consequence. Indeed, in the case of one of the most 
distinguished of those who have held that office, the 
very qualities which so admirably fitted him for the 
post were, if we mistake not, found rather hurtful 
than otherwise to his practice at the bar. 

We greatly regret that Mr. Fawcett should have 
mixed up the question concerning the union of politi- 
cal and judicial functions in the Lord Chancellor (of 
which we have often expressed our disapprobation) 
with this of the remuneration of the Law Officers, 
with which it has no other connection than that they 
both alike relate to the machinery by which the legal 
business of the Government is carried on. We fear 
lest this really well founded ground of complaint 
may have been prejudiced, as is not uncommonly the 
case, by the company in which it found itself. 





OWNERSHIP OF SOIL OF HIGHWAY. 


It is a well-known presumption of law that the soil 
of a highway prima facie belongs to the owner of the 
land intersected by it; and where the land on either 
side belongs to a different proprietor, each will be en- 
titled to the soil on his side wsque ad medium filum via, 
or in plain English up to the middle of the road (Doe 
y. Pearsey, 7 B. & C. 305), whether it be a private road 
or a public road (Holmes y. Billinghim, 7 C. B. N.S. 
329). The presumption has been said to be founded on 
the supposition that the right to the use of the road 
was granted by the owner of the soil at some former 
period, and that his ownership extended originally up 
to the middle of the road ( White v. Hill,6 Q. B. 487), 
a convenient but bold assumption, so that we are not 
surprised that Lord Denman should have thought in 
White vy. Hill that presumptions of this nature were put 
too high. 

It has been recently doubted whether the rule of law 
as to this presumption applies to the case of a street in 
a town, or of a site for a cottage granted by a land- 
owner on the side of a publicroad (Beckett v. Corpora- 
tion of Leeds, 20 W. R. 454), but this does not go beyond 
dicte, It is, however, settled that the presumption 
does not arise where the land intersected by the road 
originally belonged to one person, and part has been 
granted to one owner and part to another (White y. 
Hi/l, swp.), nor does it arise where the highway is one 
which was originally laid out under the provisions of 
an Inclosure Act across the waste of a manor (2. y. 
Hdmonton, 1 Moo. & Ry. 24), for there the soil of the 
highway is considered as remaining vested in the lord 
of the manor, subject to the right of the public to pass 
and repass over it (Poole vy. Huskivson, 11 M. & W. 
827.) Nor does the soil of highways vest in turnpike 
trustees where such are appointed under the provisions 
of the general Turnpike Acts, without a special clause 
for the purpose, for they are only considered as having 
the control of the highway ( Davison y. Gill, 1 Kast, 69). 
For this reason, in a case where the trustoes of a turn- 
pike road were empowered to lower the level of a road 
going over a hill, and they moved to restrain the ad- 
joining freeholder from making a tunnel under the 
road on the ground that it would obstruct future im- 
provements of the road, Lord Langdale, M B., declined 
to interfere (Cunliffe vy. Whalley, 13 Beay, 411), In _ 
nerai the question whether the soil of a wee as 
passed by a conveyance of the adjoining land will de- 
pend on the intention of the parties, as manifested by 
the conveyance. In Berridge v. Wad (9 W. RO. 1. 
Dig. 20, 10 0. B. N. 8. 400), whore a piece of land had 
been conveyed to a purchaser with general words, the 
Court presumed that the soil vague ad medium filum vie 
passed by the genoral words inserted in theconveyance 
as appurtenant to the piece of ground specifically 
granted, though it was in terms oxcluded by the moa- 
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surement and colouring of a plan to which reference 
was made in the conveyance. So, too, in Simpson vy. 
Dendy (8 O. B. N. 8. 433) the conveyance of a field, 
described as ‘‘ Chamberlain’s Field, containing by ad- 
measurement 3a. 3r- 35p., be the same more or less, 
abutting towards the west on Hall’s Lane,” was held 
to vest in the purchaser a moiety of Hall’s Lane. On 
the other hand, in Marguis of Salisbury vy, The Great 
Northern Railway Company (7 W. R. 75), where the 
defendant company had ee of the plaintiff a 
piece of freehold ground abutting on a highway, partly 
for a site for their line of railway, and partly for the 
urpose of diverting a portion of the existing highway, 
it was held that the conveyance to the defendant com- 
y did not by implication or otherwise pass that 
part of the old road which had ceased by the diversion 
to form part of the highway. 
The ground of this decision was the presumable in- 
tention of the plaintiff not to part with his freehold in 
the soil of the road. The circumstance that he had ac- 


quiesced in the defendant company’s taking possession of | 


and enclosing the disused portion of the old road might 
have had more weight with a Court of Equity than it 
had with the learned judges who tried the case. Any- 
how the case may be viewed as establishing that the 
presumption does not arise on the occasion of a sale by 
a landowner to a railway company or public body of a 
piece of ground adjoining the highway. 

The next and more important question is, what are 
the rights of the owners of the soil of a highway with 
relation to the soil of it, and what are such rights 
worth ? As such owner he is entitled to all profits 
arising therefrom, both above and underground, subject 
to the rights of the public (Comyn. Dig. Chimin, A. 2), 
yet such profits above ground, at all events, can seldom 
be worth much, for obvious reasons. And here it may 
be observed, first, that where there has been a public 
highway no length of time during which it may not 
have been used will prevent the public from resuming 
the right if they think fit (ooght v. Winch, 2 B. & A. 
662); and, secondly, that the public have a primd facie 
right to the entire space between the two hedges, pro- 
vided it be not of an extraordinary width (Grore vy. West, 
7 Taunt. 29), and are not confined to the metalled road 
in actual use by the public, and as such kept in repair 
(Rex v. Wright, 3 B. & Ad. 681). 

As regards underground profits the owner of the soil 
of a road is of course entitled to the mines and minerals 
thereunder, and must support the surface. No more 
need be said as to this. As regards profits above ground 
his rights are necessarily very restricted. Of all trees, 
for instance, growing on the side of the highway he is 
legally the owner (Goodtitle v. Alken, 1 Burr. 133); yet 
if such trees be, inthe opinion of the surveyor, an ob- 
struction, he may fell =a remove them, although when 
felled they belong to the owner of the soil. Tn a sin- 
gular case (Zurner v. Ringwood Highway Board, 18 W. 
R. 424, see 14 Sol. Jour, 976) it appeared that a public 
road had been set out in 1811 by Inclosure Commis- 
sioners with a width of fifty feet. About twenty-five feet 
only of the fifty feet thus allotted had been used as the 
actual road ; tho sides had become covered with heath 
and furze, through which fir trees had grown up of 

themselves. In 1858 the highway board cut down 
some of these fir trees, and advertised them for sale ; 
and on bill by the owner of the adjoining land to restrain 
such cutting it was held, on the authority of Reg. y. 
Wright (sup.), that the right of the public was to have 
the whole width of the road, and not merely that part 
which had become used as the via ¢rita preserved from 
obstructions ; and that such right had not become ex- 
tinguished by the fact that the trees had been allowed 
to grow up lor the period of twenty-five years; it being 
the right of the public to have such trees removed on 
the ground that their growth by the side of the high- 
way was anuisance. Yetit seems that the adjoining 


| down. In Reg. v. United Kingdom Telegraph Company 
(tO W. R. 538), which was an indictment against the 
defendant company for setting up telegraph posts so as 
to obstruct the highway, it was distinctly laid down by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench that where there is a road 
running between fences the public have a right to the 
whole space lying between the fences, and are not con- 
fined to the metalled road. No doubt, as Crompton, J., 
who delivered the judgment of the Court, observed, 
part of the land lying between the fences may be a rock, 
or from some other cause inaccessible to the public ; but 
such a piece of land would be excluded by those very 
circumstances, as it could not be called a road or part 
of a road in any sense. In acase under the 59th 
section of the 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 50, a road was nine feet 
wide, and there being a piece of uninclosed land 
at the side of it, also nine feet wide, which land 
was so rough and uneven that no carriage ever 
did or could go over it, the owner of the adjoining 
field took it into his field and put a fence round 
it. ‘The surveyor of the highway having taken 
down this fence, it wes held that he was not justified in 
so doing, inasmuch as the fence was not on the road 
(Evans y. Oakley, 1 C.& K. 125). 

It only remains to add, that the owner of the soil of 
the highway is entitled to the herbage on the roadside, 
and may maintain an action of trespass against a stran- 
ger who suffers his cattle to depasture along the road 
(Devaston y. Payne, 2 H. B.C.527). It has been held 
in a singular case, that there may be trespass in pursuit 
of game, within the meaning of 1 & 2 Will 4, c. 32, 
where the person charged has never quitted the high- 
way (Reg vy. Pratt, 3W. R. 372, 24 L. J. Mag. Cas. 115). 

For an instance of a bill to restrain parties from at- 
tempting to obtain proprietary rights in the soil of a 
highway in derogation of the plaintiffs proprietary 
right in such soil, see A¢feracy General y. The United 
Kingdom E'ectric Telegraph Company (i0 W. RB. 167), 
where the alleged injury consisted in the defendant 
company haying laid down telegraph wires in a trench 
along the greater part of the plaintiff's frontage to the 
highway. 


GIFTS TO CLASSES OF PERSONS. 


I, AS APPLICABLE To A PLURALITY OF CONCURRENT 
OBJECTS. 

Property may be transferred by legal instruments 
in writing by way of gift, or otherwise, either by indi- 
vidually naming the intended donees or recipients, or 
by employing some general designation which will 
comprise the same persons, and thus by a concise and 
compendious description the same end may be reached 
as by the nominal desiguation of each individual. The 
second mode of proceeding may be adopted under two 
different states of circumstances. It may be employed 
either to describe persons at the time in existence, in 
which case it may obviously be optional to adopt 
either this or the first mode; or it may be employed 
to describe a class of persons who are not, or not all, 
at the time actually in being, in which case, as the 
nominal specific designation of each individual is im- 
possible, the mode to be employed is not a matter of 
choice. 

An ambiguity may arise from the use ofthe general 
designation, inasmuch as it may embrace persons other 
than those who may be in existence at the time of the 
employment of the words; but, in regard to acts 
inter vives, this can hardly operate to any considerable 
extent, because it would be seldom that in such cases 
the nominal designation would not be employed, and 
where it might otherwise happen, the nature of the 
transaction would generally clearly indicate the inten- 
tion of confining the general designation to persons 
who, within clearly defined temporal limits, might de 
comprehended by it. With regard to wills, however, 





owner had a right to the timber of the trees when so cut 





as there are two periods of time to which it is possible 
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to refer the language of a testator as decriptive of the 
objects of his bounty—viz, the date of the will, and 
his death, it soon became a subject of discussion as 
to which of these periods a testator must be taken to 
mean to apply a general description which might 
embrace, more than one individual (see Swinburne, 
pt.7,¢. 11). Our law, in accordance with the doctrine 
of Swinburne, seems at first to have adopted the 
conclusion that the date of the will must, in the 
absence of clear indicia of a different intention, be 
taken as the period for ascertaining the persons in- 
tended. Thus in Shepherd’s Touchstone (p. 446), it 


| 


is laid down that if a testator bequeath a sum of money | 
, in the fund in some person after the death of the testa- 
| tor, there is more difficulty; but the rule now prevailing 
_ is that a gift to children asa class distributable at the 
| death of some person other than the testator, vests 


to the children of A. who had four children at the 
date of the will, and afterwards, and before the testa- 
tor’s death, other children of A. were born, those 
children only of A. who were living at the date of the 
will could participate in the legacy. This rule is 
traceable down toa period since the Revolution, and 
in the case of Northey vy. Strange (1 P. Will. 340), Sir 
J. Trevor, M.R., held that a devise to the testator’s 
children and grandchildren would primé facie refer 
only to such as were living at the time of making the 
will. A different view had, however, begun to be 
taken, for the Lords Commissioners in 1689 decided 
that a devise of £20 each to all the children of testator’s 
sister should include a child born between the date of 
the will and the death of the testator. The analogy 
was relied on to the case in Dyer, 177a, where a man 





children of a, person already dead, 80 that the class can 


only fluctuate by diminution, and not by accretion, 
the general rule shall still apply, and the children who 
may be in existence at the date of the will shall not 
take as persone designate, but the objects included in 
the description shall take as a class which may 
fluctuate up to the death of the testator, or, if the 
nature of the gift so require it, up to the period of 
distribution (Viner v. Francis, ubi sup), Leigh v. Leigh, 
2 W. R. 205, 17 Beay. 605). 

The application of the rule is simple enough where 
the death of the testator is also the period of distribu- 
tion. But in the case of an interposed prior interest 


in all the children in existence at the death of the 
testator, subject to open and let in such after born 
children (if any) as may come into existence before 


. the period of distribution (per Sir W. P. Wood, Browne 


| y. Hammond, Johns. 212n.). 


It has, however, been 
held, in a gift to such children as should be living 
at the decease of the testator and of the tenant for 
life, that those who were living at the latter period 


' and not at the first, could take, so that a child born after 


made three feoffees, and devised that his feoffees should 


sell his land, and though one died the survivors might 
sell; but if the devise had been to three persons by 
name, the survivors could not sel! (Garbrand y. Mayott, 
2 Vern. 105). 

In Lomaz y. Holnden (1 Ves. 290), Lord Hardwick 
referred to the doctrine of Swinburne, that the date 
of the will, and not the death of the testator, was to be 


the testator’s death, but who survived the tenant for 
life, was entitled. It was intimated, however, that if 
any had been alive at the death of testator, but 
had died before the tenant for life, they would not have 
fulfilled the condition (for v. Garrett, 28 Beay. 19). 
Of course, if the terms of gift import a joint 


tenancy (see vol. 13 S. J. p. 886), the usual con- 
' sequence will follow, and only those who are living 
_ when the fund is actually divided, unless a previous 
' severance has taken place, will be entitled ( Williams 


regarded, but held, nevertheless, that circumstances | 


aud the tenor of the will might require the gift to be ex- 
tended tochildren living at the death of the testator, and 
be formulated this 
inaking the will and the death could alone be regarded 
in construing wills, and that the intermediate time 


vy. Hensman, 1 John. & Hem. 546, 10 W. R. Ch. Dig. 27). 
Where the fund is made divisible, as the class 


shall respectively attain a certain age, it will be 


important rule, that the time of the | 
| Massey, 20 W. BR. 196; Locke y. Lamb, 15 


could not be considered, for it would be absurd to | 


suppose a testator could intend, as objects of his 
bounty, persons born after the date of the will, and 
who should die in his lifetime. [f, therefore, in any 


not mean the time of making his will, he must mean 
the time of his death, when the instrument would be 
complete. 

The imputing to a testator the desire of fulfilling 
the natural 
led to the rule that a general devise to his children 


« 


ehould comprise all who were living at his death, and 


it was 4 reasonable extension of the rule to apply it 
also to grandchildren, where the death of the testator 
was the period for division (Roberts vy. Higman, 1 Bro. 
C. ©. 53in.) In Viner y. Francis (2 Cox. 190), Lord 
Alvanly clearly laid down the rule, which, with some 
inAlification, bas been the governing principle ever 





“imc, to this efect—that in the absence of any ex- 
press intention of the testator as to the period when a 
Claas A perwms entitled under a gift to children is to 
be amertained, ail children are to be excluded who, 
though living at the date of the will, yet die before the 
testator, and all those are to be included who are 
living at ti time of the distribution, though born after 
the will, or the death of the testator, where the period 
A distribution ia eu tmecguent to his death, 

The rule that « testator, giving « fund to be divided 
ammumgt bis own children, shall be taken to mean 
euch 24 thall be living at the time of his death, was, 
withoat tach violence, held to apply aleo to the cane 
A «gift 1 the children of another porwn (Viner ¥. 
Kranths, whip; and the more difficult conclusion was 
ws arc’ 24, that, although the gift be to the 


divided into as many shares as there are persons 
when the eldest attains the required age (Pridhamy. 
. R. 1010; 
Gimlett vy. Perton, 19 W. R. Ch. Dig. 124). 

The rules applicable to children as a class will also 
obtain in gifts to brothers and sisters, or nephews and 


, nieces (Devisme vy. Mells, 1 Bro. C. C. 537; Balm y. 
é | Balm, 8 Sim. 492); for a gift to such persons as a 
case, the circumstances showed that the testator could | 


class is only another way of describing them as children 
of the testator’s father and mother, or brothers and 
sisters. Whether the same rule will apply to gifts 
which are not necessarily referrible for their ascer- 


| tainment to the filial relation qguoad the testator, or 


duty of providing for all his children | 





some other person, as, ¢.g., gifts to ‘‘ the next of kin,” 
or ‘‘ relations,” as tenants in common, is not clear. 
The actual decisions on such gifts have been given in 
cases where the terms of the gift created a joint tenancy, 
and fell under the rules applicable thereto. The obser- 
vations of Kindersley, V.C.,in Re Ham’s Trust (2 Sim. 
N. 8. 106, 15 Jur. 1121), seom to favour the view 
that in these cases the persons comprised under the 
designation would take as a class, and such appears 
also to have been the opinion of Lord Brougham, C., 
in Knight vy. Gould (2 M. & K. 295), 

The specific and distinctive effect of a gift to a class is, 
that if any take, they or hewill divide, or take the whole. 
In this respect there is a similarity of effect to that of 
joint tenancy ; the latter differs, however, in this, that 
even after the persons comprised in the gift are ascer- 
tained, and their rights vested, the consequences of 
joint tenancy continue until an actual division, or an 
act amounting to a legal severance. Class gifts are 
generally in the form of tenancies in common, and it 
it is in thin character that their distinctive effects are 
more remarkable, Though « gift to a class may also 


be @ joint tenancy, yet owing to the latter operating 
in the same line (wo to #poak), though moro exten- 
| sively a» regards the fluctuation of the objects by 
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diminution, the two kinds of gift have not always been 
distinguished. The capacity of addition to the donees, 
even in the case of joint tenancy, is a distinction be- 
tween the case of a gift toa class, and one to indi- 
viduals nominatin. 

Aclass may exist, though there be one or more 
named individuals, if they be adjoined to a fluctuating 
body, and the share of each person depend on the 
number of persons who may come into concurrence as 
recipients of the fund (Porter vy. Fox, 6 Sim. 485; see 
Clarke v. Phillips, 17 Jur. 886; Stanhope’s Trusts, 27 
Beay. 201). 

The 33rd section of the Wills Act, preventing Japse 
of gifts to the children or issue of the testator, does 
not apply in gifts to classes (Fulford y. Fulford, 16 
Beay. 565 ; Browne vy. Hammond, Johns, 210; Olney y. 
Bates, 3 Drew. 319. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
NEWSPAPER LIBEL—NAME OF PROPRIETOR—BILL OF 
DISCOVERY. 

Dizon v. Enoch, V.C.W., 20 W. R. 359, L. R. 13 Eq. 394. 

In general a bill of discovery in aid of an action at 
law will not lie against any persop who is not a party to 
the action at law (Balls v. Margrave, 3 Beav. 448). It 
is, however, enacted by statutes 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 76, and 
$2 & 33 Vict. c. 24, with respect to bills filed ‘‘for the 
discovery of the name of any person concerned as printer, 
publisher, or proprietor of any newspaper, or of any 
matters relative to the printing or publishing of any 
newspaper, in order the more effectually to bring or carry 
on any suit or action for damage alleged to have been 
sustained by reason of any slanderous or libellous matter 
contained in any such newspaper respecting such person,” 
that it shall not be lawful for the defendant to plead or 
demur to any such bill. At first sight this enactment 
would seem to enable a person complaining of a libel ina 
newspaper to file a bill against any human being, whethef 
connected with the newspaper or not, for the purpose or 
discovering the names of the proprietors, if accidentaily 
known tohim, The Vice-Chancellor expressed no opinion 
as to whether the enactment would bear so wide a con- 
struction, but merely ruled that by the force of that 
enactment a person complaining of a libel in a news- 
paper may file a bill against the printer and publisher 
(who can obviously give the required information) to as- 
certain the names of the proprietors for the purpose of 
bringing his action against the proprietors alone. The 
question whether such a bill would lie against a mere 
witness—i.c, a person unconnected with the newspaper, 
who happens to know who the proprietors are, remains 
undecided. The effect of the decision will no doubt be, 
that more actions for libel will be brought against the 
proprietors of newspapers, and fewer against the pub- 
lishers. 





BANKRUPTCY. 
JURISPICTION—INJUNCTION—BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869, 


8.72. 

Ew parte Cohen, Re Sparke, L.JJ., 20 W. R. 69. 

In one of the earliest oases which came before the Court 
of Appeal in Bankruptoy under the Act of 1869, Re Ander- 
son (18 W.R. 715), Giffard, L.J., decided that under section 
72 a Court of Bankruptcy has jurisdiction to decide all 
questions affecting tha bankruptoy, whether they arise 
between parties to the bankruptoy only, or affect strangers 
to the bankruptoy also; and that under those sections 
which give to a Court of Bankruptoy the powers of the 
Court of Chancery, it can restrain any proceedings taken 
in any other court with reference to the bankrupt's estate, 
That decision has been ncted on ever since, and has not, 
we believe, ever boen questioned, In the case now un-= 
der review the principle of the decision of Giffard, LJ, 


is re-affirmed, and applied ina very strong case; the 
Court holding that a local Court of Bankruptcy was right 
in restraining by injunction an action of trover brought 
against the trustee under a bankruptcy, by a stranger to 
the bankruptcy, to try the right to goods claimed by him 
under a bill of sale from the bankrupt. 


DEBT BARRED BY BANKRUPTCY—FRESH PROMISE TO 
Pay. 
Jones v. Phelps, C.J.B., 20 W. R. 92 


Tn many cases prior to the Bankrupt Law Consolida- 
tion Act, 1849, it was held that a debt discharged by 
bankruptcy was still a sufficient moral consideration to 
support a new promise to pay it; and that such a pro- 
mise was binding whether made after discharge, or 
after adjudication and before discharge (see for instance 
Kirkpatrick v. Tattersall, 13 M. & W. 766). The Act of 
1849 expressly rendered invalid any such contract, and 
the Act of 1861, ss. 164, 166, continued the enactment. 

In the Act of 1869 no corresponding provisions are to 
be found. Why this is so it would of course be idle 
tospeculate. Possibly the framers thoughtthe class of 
cases to which we have referred were wrongly decided. 
Possibly they thought them right and wished to return to 
the law held to prevail before 1849. Probably the omis- 
sion is due to mere oversight. However this be, the 
question of the validity of such contracts has become once 
more a Mere common law question. The class of cases 
in which they were held valid were decided at a period 
when the Courts leant towards the now almost exploded 
theory, of the sufficiency of a moral consideration to sup- 
port a contract. And they have long been thought 
doubtful authorities. The Chief Judge has in the case 
now under review decided distinctly that a promise to 
pay a debt discharged by bankruptcy is nudum pactum, 
and cannot be enforced. In principle this decision is in 
our judgment clearly sound. But it is no less clearly in 
direct opposition to a long series of older decisions. 
Whether the Chief Judge meant to overrule these deci- 
sions it is infortunately impossible to say, as they are not 
referred to in his judgment, and do not appear to have 
been cited in argument. It is impossible the learned 
judge can have been unaware of them ; forevery student 
whose reading has gone as far as the first volume of 
Smith's Leading Cases must be familiar with them. The 
weight of the present judgment is grievously diminished 
by the absence of any comment on, or explanation of, 
the old decisions in direct conflict with it. 








COURTS. 


ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE 
ARBITRATION.* 

(Before Lord Carys,) 

Feb. 28.— Re The Family Fndowme 

and Woodeoe 

Life assurance company—Wiading- 
annwityu—TInterest. 

Where an insunaice company in consideration of pi 
during ten years, calculated From their Indian tales, grants an 
annuity on the life af an Englishman residing tm India, te 
commence at the end of the ten years (after which a was 
contemplated he might reside either im Bagland or in India) 
and the anniwity is paid for some years, at the end of which 
the company is round-up, the claim om his annuity grant és 
to be estimated not dy the company’s Indian tales, or by dfs 
Rnalish, but by the Government Annnita nts’ experience taNes, 

Where a solvent insurance company is wownd.wp and the 
claim af an annuitant has been estimated im acconiance with 
the principles qf Lancaster's case, 16 S. J. 1QQ, at the present 
value af the anneity as at the time af the winding.wp, with 
interes? at & per cent, Ae is entitled to clade taterest at 4 per 
cent. on this estimated value fom the time af the wiading- 
ep, 


THE 


2 


2 Qasiess m5 oo." = > 
it Society. Wiatts’s cax 











* Reported by Richard Marmek, Bsqy BarristematLar, 
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In Waetts’s case the Family Endowment Society had, on 
on the 31st December, 1849, issued to Mr. Watts, then resid- 
ing in India, an annuity grant, whereby it was agreed that 
in consideration of half-yearly payments of certain premiums 
during ten years, from 30th June, 1850, to 30th June, 1860, 
the Company should pay to Mr. Watts, during his life, an 
annuity of £300, such annuity to commence on the 30th day 
of June, 1860, if Mr. Watts should be then in India, but on 
the 3lst December, 1860, if he should be then in Europe. 
The premiums to be paid were in accordance with the 
Society’s Indian tables; and there was a further agreement 
that in case Mr. Watts left India and returned to Europe 
during the ten years, he should “during his residence in 
Europe pay to the Society an increase of premium propor- 
tionate to the additional risk thereby incurred by the Society, 
to be computed according to their tables in use on the 31st 
December, 1849.” 

Mr. Watts duly paid all the premiums, and the annuity 
Was received by him down to 30th June, 1869. On the 24th 
November, 1869, an order was made to wind-up the Family 
Endowment Society. 

The claim on the annuity grant was valued by the liqui- 
ntors of the Society in accordance with the principle laid 
down in Lancaster's case, 16 S. J. 103, the tables used being 
the Government Annuitants’ experience tables. But it was 
contended on Mr. Watts’s behalf, that inasmuch as he had 


ae.) 


now come to England to reside, the claim ought to be valued 
in accordance with the Family Endowment Society's 
English tables. 


Westlake, for Watts.—After all the premiums had been 
actually paid, Watts was entitled to return to England— 
it being usual with Englishmen to return and reside in 
England after spending a certain time in India. The Society 
could therefore not count on an Indian rate of mortality, 
but only on a Enropean rate. 


rd Carnns.—That is not quite so. No doubt what 


i i 
yon say is the case, that one risk is the risk of life in India, 
and there was a greater chance that he might die during the 
ten years he lived in India than if ‘he lived for those 
te 






re 


ears in Europe; but supposing he survived the ten 
it may well be that his constitutional strength for the 
of his 1i fected by the circumstance of his 









rest of his life would be af 
having been in India during the ten years. ] 

Westlake—Watts purchased an annuity enjoyable in 
cagland ; it does not matter whether he bought it by contract 
n Caleutta orin London. It being enjoyable in England 
lish tables only are to be considered, and the Society 
do with the previons portion of his life. 
In Wsedeock's case an annuity had been granted to Mr. 
oxleock by the Family Endowment Society. The claim 
nm this annuity was estimated in accordance with the prin- 
ple laid down in Lancaster's case, 16S. J. 103, at the present 
eof the annuity, as at the time of of the winding-up, 
nt. being taken as the rate of interest. 

k now claimed that, the Family Endowment 
ing sol interest at five per cent. ought to be 
1 from the time of the winding-up. 


4 hand 










_ 
a 







suivent, 





Westake, for Woodcock.—These annuities are sums pay- 


contracts in writing on certain dates, and are there- 
he words of the Statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, 
mon lawin such cases. But for 
ck conld recover at law the sums 
A nterest. In the case of an insolvent 
apany interest after the winding-up is not recoverable. 
Ee Hawker Irn Works and Shipbuilding Compny, 
Warrat Finance Company's cav, L. R. 4 Ch. 643, 17 W. R. 
726. Emt the case of 2 solvent company is different In 
the one case the Court has to determine the rights of creditors 
inter st, im the other it has to give fall effect to the legal 
rights of creditors agzinat the contributories. The interest 
ought to be paid not only on the annnities that have fallen 
due wines the winding-up began, but on the whole of the 
cetimated valne A the annuity, inasmuch a6 the value of 
2h payment was estimated as at the commencement of the 
» nding-2p. 

Ridice!!, tor the Family Fndowment Society. ~This is the 
orGimary case A 2 eretitor of an estate, the realisation of 
whote claim i# necessarily in the ordinary course of legal 
proceture, tore of lesa Aelayed. Interest ie not payable in 
commnnmence Oh ane neccmmary Adlay: Be Poodle Trust, V0 
Sizee. 144: Earl of Monefidd wv. Ogle, 4VeG. & 5. 94,7 


froze with in thes 









WK. 48%. The Conrt of Cheneery doce not allow interest 
Vn wetetion: Taylor 4. Taylor, & Here, 124. 





If interest be paid, it ought to be paid only on those sums 
that have actually fallen due, and have not been paid, and 
the7rate ought to be less than five ptr cent. 

Lord Carrns.— With regard to MWatts's case, I think he 
has received everything he his entitled to in the valuation 
that has been made. It would have been unjust to value 
his annuity according to the Indian rates, because the ten 
years being over, and a large part of the risk having passed 
away, the risk of life to him from his residence in India, in 
consequence of which risk he got a larger annuity for the 
sum he paid, it would have been unjust to resort back to the 
Indian tables and now take the value of his annuity accord- 
ing to those tables. On the other hand, to take the English 
tables of the Family Endowment Society would have been 
unjust to the Society, because those English tables are 
framed not with reference to the value of the life of which 
he is going to spend, or is likely to spend ten years in India, 
but a life of which no part is spent in India at all. And it 
would be unjust to make the Society pay the value of an 
English annuity under those circumstances. I think the 
mean between the two has been taken properly in taking 
the Government Annuitants’ experience tables. The only 
doubt I have, is whether it does not give the gentleman a 
little more than he is entitled to, Still, in arranging the 
various modes of valuation one cannot weigh these cases in 
golden scales. He has get at least as much as he is entitled 
to, and I think this claim is unwarranted, and that I must 
refuse it, and he must pay the costs of making it. 

The other question, a very important one, which has been 
obviously in the back-ground during the whole of these pro- 
ceedings, is the question of interest on the valuation of 
the annuities. In Lancaster's case, looking at the nature of 
the winding-up, and at the terms of the Act of Parliament, 
and the general orders, I came to the conclusion that it was 
my duty to ascertain, in the way I there pointed out, the 
value of the annuities in the various companies, and to take 
that value as at the date of the winding-up ; and then I had 
to determine what directions I should give to the actuary 
who was to make the valuation, he putting himself in the 
position of a person who was making the valuation as at the 
date of the winding-up. And looking at him as in that 
capacity, the directions I gave were, that he should find as 
on whatever was the day of the winding-up of the particular 
society, what ‘was the value of all the annuities in the com- 
piny at that day, pointing out the particular tables, and the 
rate of interest he was to be guided by. That duty he has 
discharged, and of course it was necessary for him in dis- 
charging that duty in the first place to consider, in the 
case of each annuitant, the probable duration of life he was 
to assume, then the number of instalments or payments of 
the annuity which would fall to be paid during thet range 
of life, and then, to use a common expression, to discount 
those payments, or find the value of each one of them as at 
the date of the winding-up of the respective company. 
The actuary, in making that valuation, had nothing to say 
to the question of interest ; that was necessarily reserved till 
the valuation was made. 

Now not looking at, fur a moment, the provisions of any 
Act of Parliament, or of the practice of the Court in cases 
of ordinary legal contracts it appears to me as a matter of 
substance, that the various annuitants who are to receive 
the gross sum which has thus been arrived at, would not 
h«ve justice done to them unless they are put in as good a 
position as if they had actually received that gross sum as 
on the day at which the valuation was arrived at, namely, 
the day of the commencement of the winding-up, because 
they will get the aggregate sum which, when disintegrated, 
represents the value of the various instalments of their annui- 
ties, discounted back to a day now three years past, and 
they will be out of their money all the intervening time. 

It seems to me that this does not turn upon the Act of 
Parliament that has been referred to (Baron Parke’s Act), 
because that assumes the case of a sum under a legal con- 
tract paid according to the terms of the contract. The 
annuity here is not paid according to the terms of the con- 
tract; it is paid under a process which assumes that the 
contract has been broken, and that something is given to 
each annuitant, not as a compliance with the terms of the 
conteact, but as the value of the thing whieh he contr 
for, But then that very circumstance, the circumstance 


that Il am endeavouring to find the value of tho contract, 
imposes upon me the necessity of seeing that the sum I am 
going to give to each annuitant is really the value of bis 
contract, and the sum that the actuary has found, which the 
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annuitant is to receive, will not be the value of his contract» 
unless he is supplemented by what will represent the use of 
the money from the commencement of the winding-up to 
the present day. 

The doctrine of the Court of Chancery which Mr. Rodwell 
referred to, of not allowing interest on annuities, does not 
touch the question in this case, because that doctrine has 
always been guarded with this important exception, the 
Court of Chancery will not allow interest on annuities 
except in special cases. Now if ever there was a special 
case it is this, from the circumstance I mentioned, with 
respect to the way in which the sum has been arrived at, 
and from the circumstance that this has b2en a course of 
liquidation, in which the annuitants are not to blame for 
the delay that has taken place. I therefore think that I 
must add to the gross sum found, as the value of each of 
these annuities, interest from the time from which the 
valuation was taken, up to the time of payment at four per 
cent. 

Westlake.—The legal claim is for five per cent on the in- 
stalment over-due before the commencement of the winding- 
up. 

Lord Cartxns.—It is optional with the jury to give damage 
or not, and to give it at five per cent. or not; they must 
not go beyond five per cent., they are not obliged to make 
it that. It is not very much, but I do not make a difference 
between that and the other instalments. 

Rodwell.— Woodcock’ s case was really the original case, and 
then Watts has attempted to derive an advantage by grafting 
his case on to it, 

Lord Carrns-—I shall take very good care that he does 
not derive any advantage as regards the costs from that : 
I dismiss Watts’s claim with costs, and I allow Woodcock’s 
costs of the claim in the liquidation. 

Solicitors: Markby & Tarry; Clayton § Sons. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Heyry Duncan Ronrnsov, solicitor, of Settle, York- 
shire, has been appointed Registrar of the Settle County 
Court, in succession to Mr. Josias Atkinson, who has re- 
signed. Mr. Robinson was admitted an attorney in 1864. 

Mr. James ANDERSON Rose, of Salisbury-street, Strand, 
gentleman, has been appointed a London Commissioner to 
administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—As the registrar of one of the principal county 
courts in England, I cannot fefrain from expressing my 
great surprise at the letter which appeared in your columns 
of last week under the heading of ‘‘The County Court 
Judges.” 

That letter has evidently been very carefully framed, and, 
if I mistake not, with a view of misleading the public. 
From its language, the generality of your readers would 
inter that registrars of county courts, having jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy, receive no extra pay fer the additional duties 
cast upon them by the Bankruptcy Act, 1869; but, so far 
from this being tho case, all such registrars receive fees, and 
many of them fees to such an extent that, added to their 
salaries a8 registrars of county courts proper, their remune- 
ration exceeds that of the judges ! 

If your correspondent (with whose name I should be glad 
to be acquainted) had said the judyes received “no extra 
pay whatever” for the duties they are called upon to dis- 
charge, he would havo been perfectly accurate; but I do 
not think he is at all justified in wishing it to be believed 
that registrars are hardly dealt with by reason of the judges 
having delegated their powers to them. 

Nor do I at all concur in the statement that the recent 
Bankruptcy Act instead of throwing further duties upon 
the judges has ‘‘ positively relieved them.” Qa the con- 
trary I assert, and [ speak from somo hittle experience, that 
a lorge amount of additional labour, and labour too of a very 
important description, has fullon to the lot of those gontle- 
men whose decisions, looking at the comparatively small 
vumber of appeuls and reversala, have given general sutisfac- 
tion, and I go further still and say that it was absolutely 
necessary that judges should delegate their powers to their 
rogistrars, for had they not done so, it would have been an 








impossibility for them to have disposed of the whole of the 


business which would have come before them. 


May 9, 1872. A. B. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


May 3.—Church Seats Bill—Committee. The Duke of 
Marlborough objected to clause 2, which provided that pro- 
moters of churches might declare that seats should be free 
and unappropriated for ever. It might become necessary 
for the maintenance of the church that a scale of pew 
rents should be appointed; and here would be a per- 
petual prohibition of pew rents. He proposed in lien of 
clause 2a clause empowering the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners to accept church sites under conveyances declaring 
that the whole or any part of the seats shall not be let for 
money for thirty years; with a proviso that the bishop 
may at any time appoint a scaleof pew rents under the 
authority of an instrument executed with the concurrence 
of the patron.—The Archbishop of York supported the 
amendment.—The Bishop of Winchester, in the interest of 
the poor, deprecated the whole of the church being 
scrambled for by the congregation. Uitimaiely the new 
clause was accepted, with the omission of the words relating 
to the thirty years and the insertion of words providing that 
the discretionary power shall extend only to half the pews. 
—In place of clause 4, Earl Grey obtained the insertion of 
a clause providing that where seats which are let are not 
occupied at the beginning of the service, the churchwardens 
may direct them to be given to persons unprovided with 
places. Clauses 3 and 5 were omitted in consequence of 
the above amendments and the preamble having been 
amended, the bill was reported as amended. 

The Pacijic Islanders Protection Bill was read a second 
time. 

The Epping Forest Bill—The Duke of St. Alban’s, iz 
moving the second reading, explained that this Bill was 
originally introduced in the other House, but, owing to the 
pressure of business and a rule that no opposed business 
should be taken after half-past twelve o'clock, had beentrans- 
ferred to this House. By an Act of last session Commis- 
sioners were appointed to prepare a scheme for the pre- 
servation of Epping Forest, and to inquire into forest lands 
unlawfully enclosed. It was objected during the progress 
of the measure that private rights were not sufficiently 
guarded by it, but this was owing to the absence of the 
notices requisite in the case of private bills, and an under- 
taking was given that the subject should be dealt with 
this, year. The bill was a redemption of that pledge. 
The Select Committee to which he hoped it would be re- 
ferred would have power not only over its clauses, bat over 
its principle, and would be able to hear all parties con- 
cerned. The Metropolitan Board of Works had under- 
taken to carry out the projected scheme, and the Govern- 
ment had no interest in the matter, except that the ques- 
tion should be fully considered, and all parties heard.—The 
Marquis of Salisbury said the bill at present was most 
violent and unconstitutional, for it propesed to refer the 
disputes between the Crown, a number of landowners, 
and the Corporation of London now pending in courts 
of law and equity to arbitrators, consisting of three 
laymen and a lawyer who had never sat on the 


bench. There was to be no appeal from their de- 
cision. Now of late years similar powers had beer 


given to arbitrators, but always te men of high position and 
experience ; indeed, he believed exclusively to exChan- 
cellors. ' It was moreover unexampled to refer suits af the 
Crown to persons appointed by the Crown and subject te 
dismissal by it at any moment. The undertaking given te 
himself and on which he had waived his opposition te the 
second reading was that the bill should simply suspend all 
these suits and actions until the Commissioner had reported 
and Parliament could deal more tally with the subject, and 
he hoped the Government would adhere to the arrangement 
for striking out all the other powers... Rart Kimberley dis 
claimed any intention of departing from the arrangement 
entered into--vix,, that the bill should be refered to a 
committee like a private DIN, and should de contined to 
suapensory clauses, ponding av opportunity on the part of 
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Parliament to deal definitely with the question. The 
Government were willing to meet the objections which had 
been taken, and the second reading would not hinder its 
taking the form now agreed on by all parties—The Mar- 
quis of Salisbury was quite satisfied with this pledge, but 
suggested as more convenient that the bill should be com- 
mitted pro yormi and referred to the Select Committee in 
the shape agreed upon. 

Earl Kimberley accepted the suggestion, and the bill was 
read @ second time. 

The Alteration of Boundaries of Dioceses Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

May 6.—The Supreme Court of Appeal Measure.—Lord 
Cairns moved the following as the Select Committee on 
Appellate Jurisdiction:—The Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
President, the Duke of Somerset, the Duke of Richmond, 
the Marq: Salisbury, the Earl of Derby, Earl Stan- 
hope, Earl Powis, Earl Grey, the Earl of Morley, Earl 
Beauchamp, Lord Brodrick, Lord Redesdale, Lord Rose. 
bery, Lord Chelmsford, Lord Lyveden, Lord Westbury, 
hton, Lord Romilly, Lord Colonsay, Lord Cairns, 
Lord Acton, Lord O’Hagan, and Lord 
‘ord.—Some discussion took place, in the course of 

he Lord Chancellor accused Lord Cairns of 
le a party speech on the subject on the 
ion, and the Committee was ultimately 
ith the addition, by Lord Cairns, of Lord 
Ossington (the late Speaker of the House of Commons). 

May 7.—The Party Processions (Ireland) Act Repeal Bill. 
—Lord Dufferin moved the second reading. Lord Cairns 
congratulated the Government on bringing in a bill to 
repeal that Act, an Act which it was impossible for any 
Government to carry out without incurring suspicion of 
i iality. The bill was read the second time. 

‘2 Islanders Protection Bill passed through Com- 





























Bill was read a third time 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Oficers of the Crown.—Mr. Fawcett 
the relations of the Law Officers to 
ouse of Commons, and moved a resolu- 
¢ that some new arrangements should 
to secure for the public the undivided 
ho are primarily responsible for in- 
law reform, and for tendering legal 
The present system was so 
ient, and so ineffective, that the 
ssulted from it. The Lord-Chan- 
the Cabinet, and gave his advice 
y to the Government; but the At- 
yenetals were not members of the 
only give their advice circuitously. 
Attorney-General and Solicitor- 
time which they had at their disposal for the 
wir public duties varied in an inverse ratio 
> ability and reputation. The Attorney- 
ator-General were primarily responsible 
ion of measures of law reform, and yet 
y in the world where the legal system 
plicated, and where justice was so slow and so 
eaz. Only yesterday the hon. and learned member for 
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why should it be less intolerable that those who were at 
the head of law and justice should give up their time to 
private practice ? The Law Officers of the Crown were not 
only primarily responsible for measures of reform, but for 
tendering legal advice to the Government. There was 
scarcely any measure introduced by the Government which 
did not raise some difficult and complicated legal question, 
and yet at any moment the Government might be deprived 
of their assistance and guidance in consequence of the 
whole of their time being absorbed in some private suit. 
Again, much evil arose from those who were to a certain 
extent the public prosecutors being engaged in private 
practice, as was shown in the case of the prosecution of 
the directors of Overend, Gurney & Co., where the 
Solicitor-General had been engaged for the defence, and in 
the prosecution of the claimant in a recent action in which 
the Attorney-General, after being opposed to him in the 
civil action, was about to prosecute him in a criminal trial. 
Referring to the patent fees, the hon. member characterised 
them as an unjust and an obnoxious tax upon genius and 
industry, imposed with the view of supplying the funds 
for paying the Attorney-General £7,000, and the Solicitor- 
General £6,000 per annum, for which the public received 
in return only the snippings of. time squeezed out of their 
private practice. Sketching shortly the changes he pro- 
posed, he said that in the first place the political and 
judicial functions of the Lord Chancellor should be sepa- 
rated. Then there should be in the House of Commons a 
Minister of Justice charged with the department of law 
and justice, primarily responsible for law reforms, and 
ready to answer any question of a legal character. There 
would be no difficulty in obtaining the services of such a 
man for £8,000 a-year; and as to the Attorney-General and 
Solicitor-General, the Government should retain counsel 
when they wanted counsel, paying only for work done.— 
The Attorney-General denied that grave public incon- 
venience was occasioned by their devotion to private prac- 

tice. Referring to his own position in the Tichborne case, 

and subsequent prosecution, that was notof his own seeking ; 
the prosecution was directed by the judge, and the duty of 
conducting it imposed on him by the judge in the face of 
the public. It was not the public business, nor the busi- 
ness of the Government, but the whole or almost the whole 
of his own private practice that had suffered in consequeuce 
of that case. As tothe remuneration of the Law Officers 
of the Crown. Some time ago, when it was suggested that 
a new arrangement should be made, he was holding the 

office of Solicitor-General, and the Government consulted 
him, telling him that he might speak his mind freely, be- 
cause as he had taken office under different circumstances, he 
could not possibly be affected. He suggested some modifi- 
cations, and stated that he was willing they should be ap- 

plied to himself, but the Government did not think fit to 
accept them, and so the matter dropped. The House wanted 
in the Law Officers the very best and highest members of 
the profession who could obtain a seat in the House, men 

of position and experience at the bar, and who, when they 
delivered an opinion, must not be overborne by the weight 
of greater legal authority in the House itself. That they 

should be prepared to relinquish their private practice 
upon accepting office was absurd. Since the accession of 
William IV. there had been twenty Attorney-Generals—the 
Solicitor-Generals had been more numerous. That gave a 
duration of office on the average of a little more than two 
years, and no man at the head of his profession would take 
upon such terms an office so precarious as the experience 

of the Jast forty-two years had shown it tobe. The Law 

Officers in accepting office made considerable sacrifices. A 
member of the Common Law Bar gave up his circuit. He 
could never regain all the practice which he had given up.. 
The man who was nearly his equal when he accepted office 
became greatly hia superior after two or three years’ con- 
tinued practice in his absence. By becoming a Law Officer 

he had lost between a third and a half of his private 

practice. Of the thirty judges, from the Lord Chancellor, 

with £10,000 a year, down to the Judge of the Admiralty 

Court, with £4,000 a year, ‘only thirteen, including Law 
Officers, had been in Parliament ; the other seventeen had. 
never been in Parliament. fo that a lawyer who waa 

desirous of attaining & seat on the Bench was as sure of 
obtaining his object by remaining out of Parliament and 
refusing office aa by coming into Parliament and by accept. 
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ing office. A statesman gave up nothing on taking office. 
Most frequently he either had or would succed to an estate. 
But a lawyer was a person who could not be indifferent to 
money. It was the duty of the Lord Chancellor and not 
of the law officers to initiate measures of law reform. 
The motion was an unfounded, an unpractical, and a 
mischievous one, and if adopted would only tend 
to lower the character of the profession and 
weaken the power of the Executive Government. 
—Mr. P. Wyndham complained of the frequent absence of 
the law officers of the Government from the discussions 
in that House.—The Solicitor-General said that by taking 
office he himself had given up more than two-thirds of his 
private practice. No inconvenience arose to the public as 
far as he was concerned from his attention to private prac- 
tice, because he had made it a rule to give a preference to 
public business. His private practice certainly did not oc- 
cupy half his time. The initiation of law reform did not 
rest with the law officers, but with the Cabinet, and it was 
their duty to give assistance and advice when asked for it. 
The reason why law reform did not progress was that im- 
portant political measures left no time for law reform. The 
primary duty of a law officer was to act as counsel for the 
Crown, and to conduct its litigious business in the courts, 
and in order to be qualified todo this he required continuons 
practice.— Mr. Vernon Harcourt protested against the sup- 
position that lawyers or any class entered the Honse to 
make money by statesmanship.—The Attorney-General, in 
explanation, said the distinction he drew was between per- 
sons who gave up professional practice and persons who 
gave up nothing.—Mr. Vernon Harcourt, in continuation, 
questioned the statement that a law officercould not return 
to the practice which he had abandoned on taking office, 
and he protested against the disclaimer of the responsibility 
of the law officers for the initiation of law reform. True, 
they did not belong to the Cabinet, but, if they were not 
responsible, from whom would the House of Commons re- 
ceive the views of the Government on the question of law 
reform ? There should be a member of the Cabinet specially 
charged with the question of law reform, and if there were 
the House would not witness the spectacle of the two prin- 
cipal law officers of the Crown, getting up and washing 
their hands of all responsibility of it. Did not that account 
for the melancholy collapse with respect to law reform, 
which had been witnessed during the last four years ? 
Measures with the object of reforming the laws were brought 
into the House of Commons and they were cold-shouldered 
by the Attorney and Solicitor-General of the day, who said 
“They are no child of mine.” The first duty of the Law 
Officers of the Crown ought to be to attend to legislation 
in that House, and he himself, if no one more competent 
would undertake, would pledge himself to call attention 
before long tothe whole condition of law reform in this 
country which at present afforded a spectacle of legisla- 
tive impotence which reflected discredit on both Houses of 
Parliament.—Mr. J. Locke believed that while there was a 
great deal of cry about law reform in this country, very 
few in reality seemed to want it. The subject dropped. 

The Charitable Trustees Incorporation Bill passed through 
committee. 

The Infant Life Protection Bill passed through committee. 


May 6.—Reliyious Disqualifications—Sir C. O’Loghlen 
asked the Attorney-General whether, according to the 
xisting law, any religious qualification was necessary for 
thy office of Lord Chancellor of England or Lord-Lieutenant 
Of "veland ; and, especially, whether a Roman Catholic or 
aust or either of them, was eligible to hold either or 
Cok f said offices.—The Attorney-General said, Lord 
oke, en questioned by King James I. for an answer toa 
questioiog law, was reported to have said that he should 
like to kaw whether it was a question of common law or 
one affect, the statutes. “For if,’ said he, “it is a 
le at °F ommon law I can answer it in bed ; but if it is 
+B pe statuty [ should like to got up and look into it.” 
to — »w put was a complox one, and the answer 
pei ey aoe which it involved might not be the 
pes toy wl Lo Che Taking first, therefore, tho question 
o tind office b “collorship of England, and the possibility 
yat Roma Oo bolt held by & Roman Catholic, he found 
perati n Catholig had been oxcluded, first of all, by the 
on of tho statios rondoring it obligatory to take the 








oaths of abjuration, allegiance, and supremacy, and to mak 

the declaration against transubstantiation. After citing 
seriatim the statutes from Car. 2 upwards, the Attorney- 
General came to 30 & 31 Vict. c. 62, upon the true con- 
struction of which, as far as he could judge, the answer to 
this question depended. If the true construction of that 
statute was that the statutes imposing the oaths and decla- 
rations were abolished against all persons but Roman 
Catholics, then by a subsequent statute the whole of those 
statutes were abolished without restriction, and the Roman 
Catholics by the effect of that subsequent statute would be 
admitted. If, however, the true construction was that the 
old statutes were absolutely repealed by 30 & 31 Vict. c. 62, 
then the case would be different, because the subsequent 
statute imposed a fresh disability. His own opinion was 
that the former construction was the true one: that the 
statutes were not repealed as against Roman Catholics, 
and that having been since repealed without any reserva- 
tion, they were absolutely gone. That, however, though 
his opinion, was one which he did not presume to deliver 
with any certainty, partly because an hon. and learned 
friend of his, for whose opinion he had the greatest respect, 
adopted the opposite view, and partly because, as hor. 
members could see if they pleased, the Act was not 
at all an easy one to interpret. It was commonly, but 


| erroneously, supposed that the Roman Catholic Relief 


Act, by its own operation, excluded Roman Catholics from 
certain offices. It, however, did no such thing. What the 
Act did was to substitute for certain oaths which Roman 
Catholics could not take declarations which they could ; 
but the offices referred to in the Act were left as they were 
before its passing, and were unaffected in any way by its 
provisions. Consequently, if his view was correct, a Roman 
Catholic would not be prevented by the operation of any of 
these Acts from sitting on the woolsack. The statutes 
treating with the question of Lord Lieutenants were 
dependent in the same way upon the construction of the 
Acts of 1867. If the effect of the Act of 1867 was to repeal 
the disabling Acts against everybody but Roman Catholics, 
and leave them in force against Roman Catholics, then as 
that has since been abolished without reservation, the dis- 
ability was gone and a Roman Catholic could be Lord 
Lieutenant. He made that statement with the same reser- 
vation as before. The Jews were prevented from taking 
the oath only because of the words “on the true faith of a 
Christian.” The 22 & 23 Vict. c. 48, made a new oath 
of allegiance, but retained the words “ on the true faith of 
a Christian.” A subsequent Act omitted these words, 
but by the third section expressly reserved the office of 
Lord Chancellor. Then 31 & 32 Vict. c. 72, absolutely 
substituted other oaths for these oaths, and the substituted 
oaths a Jew could take- Therefore, it seemed to him that, 
so far as the Jews were concerned, if they took the oath 
substituted for the old oath, they could hold any office in 
England. or Ireland. 

The Act of Uniformity Bill—Mr. Gladstone, in moving the 
second reading of this bill, said that its objects were to 
give the power to shorten the services of the Church under 
certain circumstances. The bill was read a second time. 

The Municipal Corporation Acts Amendment Bill.—Mr. 
Dixon moved the second reading of the bill, the object of 
which was to abolish the qualification at present required 
for town councillors and aldermen: but the house was 
counted out at a quarter to two a.m. 

May 7.—The Rule of the Road at Sea.—Sir J. Hay moved 
for a Select Committee to inquire whether the rule of the 
road at sea cannot be modified so as to reduce the present 
risk to life and property.—Captain F. Egerton seconded 
the motion. The great difference of opinion about the 
rules was reason for an ingniry.—Mr. E. Smith, Sir J. 
Elphinstone, and Mr, Cave were in favour of inquiry, 
though the latter approved the rules as far as they went.— 
Mr. Hanbury-Tracy opposed the motion, thinking that this 
was an international matter in which no change should be 
made before communicating with other nations.—-Mr, C. 
Fortesone objected to an inquiry; the increase in the 
number of collisions was due to the increase in tonnage, 
and was not out of proportion to it, The rules had been 
adopted by all foreign countries, and to disturd them now 
would be very inconvenient, All the great steamship 
companies and Lloyd's Salvage Association were against 
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any alteration.—Mr. Childers said this question affected 
the whole world, and it was most desirable that Parlia- 
ment, or the Government of any particular country, should 
not take any step which would be in advance of public 
opinion. The inquiry proposed now would be considerably 
in advance of public opinion. The great majority of the 
shipowners were satisfied with the present regulations. 
It would be a misfortune to appoint a committee which 
could only hear imperfect evidence, and therefore come to 
a lame conclusion upon a subject which, if a committee 
was appointed, could not be re-opened for some years. 
The Board of Trade and the Trinity House were opposed 
to change in the existing state of things, and the perma- 
nent administration at the Admiralty, including Admiral 
Richards, Hydrographer to the Navy, held a similar 
opinion. Under these circumstances, he deprecated any 
premature discussion on the subject, and suggested that it 
should be allowed to stand over until there were better 
grounds upon which to rely.—Mr. Graves thought it would 
be better to postpone an inquiry until a time when more 
satisfactory practical results could be expected from an 
inquiry undertaken by a responsible department of the 
Government.—The motion was then negatived without a 
division, 

May 8.—The Perinissive Prohibitory Liquor Bill.—Sir 
Wilfred Lawson moved the second reading.—Mr. Wheclhouse, 
seconded by Mr. J. Goldsmid, moved the rejection of the 
bill.—Mr. Melly, Mr. Birley, and Mr. E. Smith supported 
the bill.—Mr. Henley, in the course of a carefully-reasoned 
argument against the bill, deduced from the statistics of 
Bristol, Birmingham, Manchester, and Liverpool that an 
increase ef drunkenness is not attributable to the increase 
of public-houses, but to the pace at which the working- 
classes are driven and the work they have to do. He 
further maintained that drunkenness is not on the increase ; 
and argued that if prohibition were the proper means of 
remedying the evil, it should begin with the manufacturing 
of liquor, while if the evil were caused by the use and not 
by the sale of liquor, it was wrong to interfere with indi- 
vidual liberty.—Mr. Plimsoll gave an account of a visit to 
America for the purpose of studying the effects of the 
Maine, which he had found to be a ridiculous faiiure.— 
Mr. F. Powell, Mr. W. Fowler, Lord Bury, Mr. H. Vivian, 
and Sir H. Selwin-Ibbetson opposed the Bill.—My. Brace 
said the principle of the Bill had failed everywhere, and 
the Bill contained principles repugnant to every sense of 
justice.—Finally, at 10 minutes to 6, the debate was ad- 
journed by the rules of the House. 

Imprisonment for Debt Abolition—A bill by Mr. Bass 
was read a first time. 

Crininal Law Amendment Act (1871) Amendment Bill. 
—A bill by Mr. Vernon Harcourt to «mend the provisions as 
to molestation was read a first time. 


May 9 .—Parliamentary and Municipal Elections Bill.— 
On the motion of the Attorney-General for Ireland a clause 
was agreed to, to amend the law as to polling wards in 
certain boroughs in Ireland.—Mr. Hodgkinson proposed a 
clause providing to limit the expense to be incurred by any 
returning officer, and chargeable to the candidates, to £7 
over and above the expense of ballot papers, and the pre- 
siding officer’s fee. The clause was negatived by a 
majority of 267.—Mr. Sclater Booth proposed to strike out 
clause 1, abolishing public nominations. His proposal 
was supported by Mr. Floyer, Sir George Grey, Mr. 
Bouverie, Mr. Newdegate, and Lord Bury ; and opposed by 
Mr. Wykeham Martin, Mr. Osborne, Mr. Dodson, and Mr. 
Childers. On a division the clause was retained by a 
majority of 253 to 177.—Several other amendments of 
minor importance were proposed and negatived.—Mr. 
Forster proposed an amendment embodying a plan for 
lengthening the hours of polling on a sliding scale, accord- 
ing to the period of the year. The Government, however, 
ultimately voted against their proposal, and it was nega- 
tived by 350 to 48. 

The Local Government Supplemental Bill was read a 
third time. 

The Tramways Provisional Order Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
‘was read a second time. 

The Metropolitan Commons Supplemental Bill passed 
through Committee. 


OBITUARY. 


HON. W. WROTTESLEY. 


The Hon. Walter Wrottesley, barrister-at-law, died at 
Bournemouth, Hants, on the 2nd May, in the sixty-second 
year of his age. He was the fourth son of the first Lord 
Wrottesley (who was raised to the peerage by letters. 
patent in 1838) by his first wife, Lady Caroline Bennet, 
daughter of Charles, fourth Earl of Tankerville. Mr. 
Wrottesley was born on the 8th April, 1810, and was edu- 
cated at All Souls’ College, Oxford, where he graduated B.A. 
in 1837, and afterwards proceeded to the degree of M.A., 
holding a fellowship at All Souls till his marriage in 1843, 
He was called to the bar by the Hon. Society of Lincoln’s 
Inn in January, 1836, and formerly practised on the Ox- 
ford Circuit and at the Staffordshire sessions, but subse- 
quently joined the equity bar as a conveyancer. He 
married on the 22nd June, 1844, Marianne Lucy, only 
daughter of the late Colonel Archer, formerly of the 16th 
Lancers, and by her (who died on the 29th March, 1848), 
he had a son and a daughter. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIA- 
TION. 


The association is enabled to offer a prize of £7 7s., in 
books, given by Mr, Robert Davies, of Warrington, who in 
1847 gained a similar prize offered by the association, for 
the best essay “ On the History and Law of Tenure of Real 
Property in England.” 

The prize is to be competed for by articled clerks under 
twenty-two years of age, such clerks being articled to mem- 
bers of this association. 

The essays are to be sent in, addressed to the honorary 
secretary of the association, Law Library, Cross-strect, 
Manchester, on or before the lst February, 1873. They must 
be legibly written on brief paper, and identified by a motto 
corresponding with a similar motto on a sealed envelope 
containing the name and address of the author of the essuy. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society on Tuesday last (Mr. Gor- 
don in the chair), the question discussed was 497 legal: 
“Where a contract for sale of land does not name the 
vendor, and is signed by the auctioneer as ‘ agent for the 
vendor,’ can the abstract of title delivered under the con- 
tract be referred to in order to cure the defect in the con- 
tract ?’? In the absence of Mr. Hills, the debate was 
opened by Mr. Saxelby in the negative, but the question 
was ultimately decided by the society in the affirmative. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


OF GENTLEMEN WHO PASSED 
FINAL EXAMINATION. 
Easter Term, 1872. 


NAMES THE 





Adam, Benjamin Addington 

Adams, Frederick William 

Allanson, John Bath 

Amos, Louis Jervis Vialorde 

Amsden, Clifford 

Andrew, Alfred 

Atiwell, Thomas Myers 

Baker, Charles Wm. John 

Ballard, Joseph 

Barraud, Hilton Percy 

Bevir, Henry 

Birch, Alfred Edwin 

Bishop-Culpepper, John Col- 
lingwood 

Blaker, Reginald 

Bobbett, Alfred Edward 

Booth, Hesketh 

Bremand, William Ernest 

Bubb, William Neale 

Batcher, Charles 


Carter, Isidore James 
Charles, Henry Pendrill 
Cheshire, Walter Christophr. 
Coleman, John James 
Collis, John Milton Elliott 
Congreve, John Edward, B+ 
Cotterell, Fredk. Allen ©% 
Cotton, Allan 

Craven, John Edwin 
Elliston, John, B.A. 
Errington, John 

Evans, John Henr , 
Flegg, William }4rtin 
Fletcher, John ‘bert 
Foster, John 7benezer, B.., 
Fulford, Robt Lovebond. 
Gibson, Wiliam, B.A. 
Gordon, Jean Percy 
Graham, John 

Hadley, Certius John 
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Pownall Robert A. 
Pope, George Alfred 
Prior, Asher 
Quinn, Charles 
Quinn, John, jun. 
Roberts, Charles 
Kingdon 
Robey, Clement James 
Sampson, Thomas Edward 
Scott, Sydney Charles 
Scaly, Thomas Henry 
Simpson, Wm. Hirst, B.A. 
Slater, William Ratmore 
Smythe, William Mynors 
Sykes, John Henry 
Taylor, James Epping 
Teale, John William 
Thompson, Anchor 
Tompkins, Walter Edward 
Turner, Charles 
Turner, George Beresford 
Wace, Charles Edward 
Wastell, Robert 
Watts, Joseph 
West, Frederick, jun. 
Whitfield, Griffith 
Whittuck, Frederick Edwd. 
Wilkinson, William 
Willeock, Robert Alfred 
Willcocks, Roger Henry 
Williams, Wellington 
Wilton, John Gauler 


Hall, William Hamilton 
Harwood, Thomas 
Haworth, James 
Hay, Alexander John 
Hellard, Frederick 
Hickson, Frederick 
Holland, Augustus John 
Hollingworth, Francis, B.A. 
Holtham, John Eustace 
Homan, Edward John - 
Homer, Henry Arnold 
Horne, Wm. Francis Lovell, 
B.A. 
Jackson, Robert Faulder 
Jauman, Thomas 
Jeffries, Edwin Eorbes 
Keighley, Perey Arnand 
Kerkness, Thomas Henry 
Letcher, Mark Jameson 
Loader, Richard Crewell 
Lyon, George, B.A. 
Lyas, Henry Onniston 
Mather, Philip Edward 
Meck, Janies Matthew 
Moore, Thomas William 
Nicholson, John Meals 
Norton, Josiah Davenport 
O'Brien, Fitzgerald 
Ownsworth, James 
Peach, Robert 
Percival, John Andrew, B.A. 
Penkney, William 
Portlethwaite, William 


Tanner 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

During the Whitsun vacation all applications to the Court 
of Chancery, which are of an urgent nature, are to be made 
at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Wickens. 
All ex parte applications are to be sent to the said Vice- 
Chancellor, accompanied with the brief of counsel, a copy 
of the bill, a certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the 
affidavits in support of the application, and also a minute 
signed by counsel of the proposed order he may consider 
the applicant entitled to, and a cover capable of receiving 
the papers to be returned, with sufficient stamps affixed 
thereon, and addressed as follows: “To the Registrar in 
vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Chancery-lane, 
London, W.C.” The papers will, when any order is made 
thereon, be returned direct to the registrar, accompanied 
with such order as the Vice-Chancellor may have thought 
fii to make thereon. When the Vice-Chancellor 
declines to make any order thereon, the papers will be 
returned to the solicitor who sent the papers according to 
the address given. ll applications for leave to give notice 
of motion only may be made to the chief clerk at 
chambers. The Vice-Chancellor’s address can be obtained 
on application at his Honour’s chambers, Nos. 11, 12, and 
13, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Wickens 
will be open on the following days, viz. :-—-Tuesday, May 
14, Wednesday, 15, Thursday, 16, Friday, 17, from 11 till 1 
o'clock. 

The equity judges’ chambers other than those of Vice- 
Chancellor Wickens will be closed at 4 p.m. on Friday, 
er My and be re-opened on Tue:day, May 21, 1872, at 10 
o'clock. 








The Lord Chancellor has taken the Red House, Ipswich 
as a residence. ; 

Mr. Michael Joseph Ellison, solicitor, of Sheffield, has 
been appointed agent for the Sheffield estates of his Grace 
the Duke of Norfolk. 

Tue ALaBaMa Cratms.—Since the Anglo-American com- 
motion caused by the publication of the American case 
under the Treaty of Washington has now partially subsided 
a decided modification of public opinion has occured in the 
United States, in reference to the American claim for in- 
direct damages. We had suspected from the first that the 








introduction of these claims was a simple mode of compre- 
hensive pleading adopted by the treaty -lawyers representing 
America. It was witb a view of not leaving out anything 
which could possibly be made a ground for complaint that 
this old form of pleading was adopted. We do not appre- 
herd that these claims for indirect damages would be 
allowed even if regularly admitted to the board of arbitration. 
In the present state of international law, such damages 
are quite as inadmissible as they are inadjustable ; and we 
do not consider that the Treaty of Washington has changed 
the law in this regard. We believe it to be the conviction 
of the best international lawyers on both sides of the 
Atlantic, that the controversy between England and 
America is now reduced to a mere technical question—shall 
the claim of indirect damages be considered by the Geneva 
Conference ? ‘The question whether such damages shall be 
allowed isnot an element in the advanced discussion of this 
subject, for the non-allowance of them is a foregone con- 
clusion. It would be an empty honour to force the 
consideration of these claims upon the conference. Another 
inducement to withdraw the claim for indirect damages is 
the fact that the English Government solemnly avers that 
this species of claims did not enter into the minds of her 
commission when the treaty was formed. If then the intro- 
duction of these elaims would be useless, or if it would be a 
simple triumph of American ingenuity, or if it would occa- 
sion the withdrawal of England and the nullification of the 
treaty, there is no valid reason for persisting in forcing these 
claims upon the Geneva Conference.—A/bany Law Journal. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quoratron, May 10, 1872. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 93 | Annuities, April, 785 
Ditto for Account, June, 93} | Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 91 | Ex Bills; £1000, — por Ct.pm 
New 3 per Cent., 91 | Ditto, £500, Do —pm 
Do. 33 perCent., Jan. "94 Nitto, £199 & £200, —p m 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank o England Stock, 4) per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 | Ct. (last half-vear) 243 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 — itto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


(ndia Stk.,10}pCt.Apr.'74,206 , Ind. Enf.pr,,5 pC.,Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account | Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79108} 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’80 110} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— | April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct, '&8 193 Do.Do ,5 per Cent.,Ang.’73.162 
Ditto,ditro,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 22 p 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4per Cent. 96%; Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25 p 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Closing Prices. 






































Railways. Paid. 
woes | —--—-—_——|--——-} 
Stock) Bristol and Exeter ........c.csssorsecsosssceesseeee 106 
Stock Caledonian ...... apy es 1135 
Stock! Giasgow and South-Western .....cccccc.ccceeees | 133 
Stock, Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..... | 524 
Stock! Great Northern ..4.......ssscesseseees nae 136, 
|. oe. eS a, 158, 
Stoek| Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... 100 1l¢ 
Stock Great Western—Original.,......0..s:s0scesseseeeee] 100 110 
Stock} Lancashire and Yorkshire ..,......scecsscesseseee 100 155 
Stock) London, Brighton, and Soath Coast ........004 100 82 
Stock, London, Chatham, and Dover........ 100 
Stock, London and North-Western .. 100 150 
Steek! London and Sonth Western..........0. 106 
Steak) Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln T5k 
Stock) Metropolitan 66 
BECCRT — TIG., DURES. cccccoceccsnscccesesecee 30% 
Stock! Midland } 146 
Stoek! North British 65, 
Stock) North Eastern........ tslenhnie sidcis <tbaieeadiibiclinial | 109 ! 167 
Stock North London 132 
Stock) North Staffordshire ... 78 
Stock) South Devon .......006 71 
Stock) South-Eastern ..........ssccersce-ceeseseee 102 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The main event of the week has been the raising of the 
Bank-rate on Thursday from four to five per cent. This 
step caused no surprise, and consequently produced little 
immediate effect. The demand for discount, which had 


been unusually heavy, has much diminished. The markets 
for public securities have been very firm, with an upward 
tendency towards the close of the week. 


There has been, 


524 
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during the same period, an improvement in most foreign 
stocks. In railway and miscellaneous stock there has been 
little to note, a fair amount of business being transacted. 


The prospectus has been issued of the New Zealand Ka- 
panga Gold Mining Company (Limited), with a capital of 
£100,000, in 20,000 shares of £5 each, 16,000 being now offered 
for subscription. The prospectus states that “ The com- 
pany is formed with the object of purchasing and working 
an exceedingly valuable piece of auriferous ground, in the 
Coromandel district, Province of Auckland, New Zealand, 
upon which the well-known mine called the ‘ Kapanga’ is 
situated. No gold fields are so rich as those of the Thames 
and Coromandel, in the province of Auckland, and the 
published reports and statistics clearly show the astonish- 
ing quantities of gold already yielded, and now being pro- 
duced, by the mines situate in these districts. Some of 
these have, within the last three years, paid enormous 
dividends, the ‘Shotover’ having returned to its share- 
holders no less than £95,000: the ‘Long Drive,’ £78,000; 
the ‘Golden Crown,’ £125,000 (or upwards of £688 per 
share), and the ‘Caledonian,’ the richest of all rich gold 
mines, paid, in the short space of three months £208,780 in 
dividends; and in six months—viz., from February to 
August, 1871, it actually paid to the shareholders no less a 
sum than £454,740. To this large sum must, however, be 
added the extraordinary amounts set aside as a ‘reserved 
fund,’ and also that paid away as the working expenses of 
the property. Such astounding production is altogether 
unequalled in the whole history of quartz mining, and, 
taken in conjunction with the large yields from other 
mines (as shown in the annexed reports, &c.), it more than 
suffices to prove the richly auriferous nature of the pre- 
vailing ‘formation.’ It can be shown, on the most com- 
petent and undoubted authority, that a similar and almost 
dentical ‘formation’ exists in the Kapanga mining pro- 
perty acquired by this company.” The shares are quoted 
at 1 to 1} premium. 

The prospectus has been issued of the Llynvi, Tondu, 
and Ogmore Coal and Iron Company, with a capital of 
£550,000, in shares of £50. The present issue consists of 
£350,000, or 7,000 shares, the remainder being taken by 
the vendors. This company has been formed for the pur- 
pose of acquiring three properties, in active operation, 
owned by Messrs John Brogden & Sons, and the Llynvi 
Coal and Iron Company, Limited, which together will form 
one of the most extensive coal and iron works in the 
Kingdom. The mineral estates comprise about 200 acres 
of freehold and 8,000 acres of leasehold coal and ironstone 
of various descriptions, to the estimated amount of upwards 
of 360 million tons of coal, of which 85 millions can be 
worked and drained by the present pits and machinery. 
The ironstone is estimated at many millions of tons, and 
includes about 7,000,000 tons of the valuable carbonaceous 
ore, or “ Black Band,”’ rare in England and Wales, but 
existing here under conditions so favourable as to enable 
pig iron to be produced at a low average cost. The pro- 
spectus states that a guarantee is given by deposit of 
securities that within five years,or a less time, the net 
profit upon the share capital called up will amount to a 
sum equal to an average profit of ten per cent. per annum. 


The prospectus has been issued of the National Safe Com- 
pany, Limited, with a capital of £500,000, in 50,000 shares of 
of £10, first issue 25,000 shares. The company is formed for 
the purpose of constructing, in London and in the principal 
cities, fire and burglar proof buildings for the safe custody 
of negotiable and other securities, and valnables generally. 
The business of the company will comprise—the receipt, 
for safe custody, of every description of securities, bullion, 
money, plate, jewels, title-deeds, &c., either open or under 
seal, and the guarantee of the safety of the same when 
required, on terms to be specified in the company’s business 
advertisements. The collection of coupons, dividends, &c., 
and generally acting aa agents of the depositors in respect 
of securities or other property lodged, or to be lodged in 
the custody of the company. The safe enstody of wills. 
Acting aa trustees if required, and generally carrying out 
the purposes mentioned in the memorandum of association. 

An isane of £100,000 sterling bonds of £100, £200, and 
£500 each haa been announced by the City of Quebec Six 
per cent. Stirling Consolidated Fand Loan, payable to 
bearer. They are secured on the general revenne, and on 








the whole of the property of the City of Quebec, and are- 
issued for the purpose of extinguishing debentures matur- 
ing. According to the official statement of accounts pub- 
lished by the city on the 30th of April, 1871, the total 
amount of debentures and stock issued by the corporation 
was 2,261,775 dollars, and the revenue amounted to- 
302,973 dollars. The bonds are issued at par, and the 
subscription list closes on Wednesday. 

The report of the Reliance Mutual Life Assurance 
Society, for the year ending 3lst December, 1871, pre- 
sented to the General Meeting on the 30th April, states 
that “The society’s business has been considerably ex- 
tended during the past year. 894 policies were 
issued, assuring £308,703, the premiums for which 
amounted to £10,063 19s.10d, The renewal premiums 
were £59,114 14s. 11d., and the sum received for interest 
£12,660 3d., making a total income for premiums and 
interest of £81,838 lds. The rate of-interest averaged 
£4 10s. per cent. The claims were in respect of 79 lives, 
which were assured for £37,948 15s. 1d., including bonus 
additions ; of this sum £5,000 was re-assured.” 

The National Provincial Bank of England has published 
its annual report. The net profits for 1871 amounted to 
£258,704 7s. 9d., out of which the directors propose to 
declare a dividend and bonus at the rate of 21 per cent. 
per annum. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTUS. 
ATHAWFs—On May 8, at Bartonville, Beckenham, the wife of 
Edward J. Athawes, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

DoNNITHORNE—DovupNEY—On May 4, at St, John’s Church, 
Portsea, Nicholas Donnithorne, solicitor, Fareham, to Ellen, 
daughter of Edward Philip Doudney, Esq., of Southsea, 
Hants. 

Law—Corcrave—On May 2, at Banwell Church, Somerset, 
Edmund Christian Law, ot the Inner Temple, barrister-at- 
law, to Emily Mary Scott Cotgrave, second daughter of Licut. 
Col. Cotgrave, late of the Bombay Horse Artillery. 

SuarpE—BrownsmitH—On May 2, at New Malden, Surrey, 
Arthur Cyril Sharpe, of I, Homefield-terrace, Wimbledon, and 
8, Furnival’s-inn, solicitor, to Alice, fourth surving daughter 
of the late John Leman Brownsmith, Esq. 

DEATH, 

Harvey—On April 23, at Pera, T. Hingston Harvey, of No, 
2, Rue de la Banque, Constantinople, solicitor. - 

SanpErs—On May 6, at Woburn, Duncan Collet Sanders, aged 
25 years. 





LONDON GAZETTES, 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tvespay, May 7, 1872. 
Owen, Richd, and John Rice Roberts, Llangefni, Anglesea, Attornay 
and Solicitors. May 1 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
Pripay, May 3, 1872. 


King Silver and Copper Mining Company (Limited).—The Vice Warden 
has, by an order dated April 22, ordered that the above Company be 
wound up by the Court. Chilcott, Truro, agent for Chilcott, ‘I'uri- 


stock, solicitor : 
‘ Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, May 3, 1872 
Highclere Union Provident Society, Schoolroom, Highc!ere, Hunts. 
April 19 
Lutterworth Tradesmen’s Original Benefit Society, Ram Inn, Lutter- 
worth, Leicester. April 27 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Faipay, May 3, 1872, 


Down, Jas Sommers, Priory rd, Kilburn, Major-Gen. May 31. Lewis 
» Down, V.C. Bacon. Paddicombe, Furniva.’s inn 
Edwards, Geo, Melbourne, Victoria, Squatter, May 24. Mayor of 


Wrexham v Tamplin, V.C. Wickens. Tayler, Fenchurch st 

Kiddle, Geo, Chelmsford, Essex, Watchmaker, June 6. Myers v 
Kiddle, V.C. Wickens. Mallam, Staple inn 

MeMillen, Wm, Lpool, Cigar Manufacturer. MeMillen vo 
MeMillen. — Lpool District 

Olliver, collision between the barque Elizabeth A., and the barque 
Minnie. June4. Adamsvun v Wilson, V.C, Wickens 

Parnell, John, Warboys, Hantingdon, Yeoman, May 31. Parnell v 
Bebagg. M.R. Richardson & Son, Oundle 

Roscow, Joseph, hdale, Lancashire,Coal Proprietor. May 16. [t)s- 


May 29, 


cow v Kidyard, V.C. Malins, Harticy, Rochdale 
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Shedlock, Rev. John, South Norwood. June 10. Shedlock v Shedlock, ]| Hutchin Naomi, Ebenezer House, Victoria Park rd. bs 
V.C. Wickens. Poole & Hughes, New sq, Lincoln’s inn Tereer ti Sons, Leadenhall st pC eae: 
Somerville, Right Hon, Aubrey John, Baron, Astou Somerville, Glou- | Lane, John, Deerhurst, Walton, Gloucester, Esq. June l. Brydges & 
cester. May 31 in England or Scotland; November 1 elsewhere. Mellersh, Cheltenham 
Slade v Burford, V.C. Wickens. Crosse, Bell yard, Doctor’s commons | Lenham, Anna, Globe pl, Globe st, Bethnal green, Widow. June 7. 


Whitworth, Thos, Crookes, nr Sheffield, Retired Farmer, May 24. 
Whitworth v Whitworth, M,R., Wilson, Sheffield 


Tuespay, May 7, 1872. 

Clarke, Robt Eirson, East Halton, Lincoln, Miller. 
shaw v Clarke,.V.C, Bacon. Massey, Gray’s inn sq 

Edwards, Anne Jane, Fron, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Widow. June 11. 
Jones v Anwyl, V.C. Bacon. Williams, Dolgelly 

_ Goble, Iden, High st, Southwark. June 4, Goble v Champion, V.C 
Wickens. Champion & Co, Ironmonger lane 

Hammond, Joshua, Handsworth, Warwick, Land Surveyor. June 8. 
Hammond v Hammond,{V.C. Wickens. Sanders & Smith, Birm 

Lloyd, Jas, Courtbach, Monmouth, Farmer. June 3. Lloyd v Lloyd, 
V.C. Bacon, Justice, Newport 

Nuttall, John, Matlock, Derby, Mason. June 8, Nuttall » Jackson, 
V.C. Wickens, Wilkinson, Bermondsey st, Southwark 


May 31. Burkin- 


Ridgway, Alex Foxcroft, Weymouth st, Portland pl, Gent. June 3. i 


Ridgway v Ridgway, M.R. Kinsey & Ade, Bloomsbury pl 


NEXT OF KIN, 
Lacy, Edwd, Eagenie Villa, Ravenscourt Park, Hammersmith, Licen- 
sed Victualler. May 31. Lacy v Lacy, M.R. 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivay, May 3, 1872, 


Bell, ieee Reigate, Surrey, Spinster. June 15, Young, Serjeants’ 
inn, Fleet st 
Bilbrough, Wm, Clifton, York, Yeoman. August 1. Walker, York 


Clayfield-Ireland, Thos Priaulx, Brislington, Somerset, Esq. June 6. 
Burges, South sq, Gray’s inn 


‘Cole, ‘Thos, Wisbech, Cambridge, Gent. June 12, Dawbarn & Wise, 


Wisbech 
— og Alpha villas, Forest Hill, Gent. July 1. Thomson & Son, 
rohi 
Flacks, Eliz, Princess ter, Queen’s rd, Haverstock hill, Widow. July 1. 
Denny, Coleman st 
— Wm Hy, Berkhamsted, Hertford, Farmer. June 24, Shugar, 


ring 

Froggatt, Robt, Westow Hill, Norwood, Gent. June 3. Whittington & 
Son, Wilson st, Finsbury 

Goodwin, Jane, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Widow. Jane 24. Merriman 
& Pike, Austin Friars 

Greville, Georgiana Maria, Hillingdon, Middlesex, Spinster. 
Davidson, Spring gardens 

Gurney, Edwd, Sturry, Kent, Gent. June 1. Plummer & Fielding, 
Canterbury 

Haddock, Chas Milner, St. Paul’s Churchyard, Solicitor. 
Parker & Co, St, Paul’s Churchyard 

Hancock. Eliz, Wokingham, Berks. July 10. Asprey, Furnival’s inn 

Hodges, Geo Alf, Finch lane, Licensed Victualler. July$8, Wild & Co, 
Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Dae. Hannah, Coker, Somerset, Widow. July 15. Nalder, Shepton 

lett 


Kelly Geo John, Gateshead, Durham, Shipowner. Philipson, 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Phillips, Joseph Taylor, Sherriffhales Manor, 


Phillips, Wolverhampton 


June 8. 


June 1. 


Aug |. 
Salop, Gent. Jane 1. 








Lawrence, John, Lupus st, St. George’s sq, Esq. Juue 1. Cutler & 
Tarner, Bedford sq 

Meager, Catherine, Oakfield rd, Croydon, Spinster. June 11. Rowland 
& Streeter, High st, Croydon 

O'Gorman, Martha, Holland ter, Milbrook rd, Brixton, Widow. May 30, | 
Mead & Son, Jermyn st 

O’Hara, Robt Parker, Castle st, Southwark, Merchant. June 12. 
Hewitt & Alexander, Ely pl 

Osborne, Joseph Dods, Handsworth, Stafford,Cooper. June 24. James 


& Derton, Birm 
Tuck, Hy John, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Wine Marchant. June Il. 
Halse & Co, Cheapside 
= Chas, Keppel st, Russell sq, Gent. July 10, Asprey, Furni- 
val’s inn 
be Jane, Walsall, Stafford, Spinster. June 15. Patterson & Co, 
t 


bard s 
Whitehead, Mary, Birm, Widow. May 31, Allcock & Milward, Birm 


Tvurespay, May 7, 1872, 


Birkett, Mary Ann Dennison, Underbarrow, Westmorland, Spinster. 
May 25. Arnold, Kendal 

Birkett, Miles, Underbarrow, Westmorland, Joiner. May 25. Arnold, 

Kenda! 

Blundell, Jas, Runcorn, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. July1. Wood, 
Runcorn 

Brentnall, Anna, Derby, School Keeper. June 15. Walker, Full st, 


June t. Noblett & Son, Cor 


Derby 
Carroll, Hargrave, Cork, ~ k 
oachbuilder. June 24, Duffield & Bruty, 


Cliff, Wm, Boreham, Essex, 

Chelmsford 

Cubley, Ann, Derby, Widow. Juno24. Sale 

Gambier, Robt, Onslow sq, Brompton, Admiral, June 18, 
Fenchurch st 

George, Jas Gilbert, Monmouth, Gent. 

Grimes, John Augustus, Portland ter, 
Underwood, Chancery lane 


Lucas, 


July 20, Oakley, Monmouth 
Regents Park, Bsq. July 31. 


Hammond, Wm Flinn, Talbot grove, Notting hill, Gent. June 2. 
‘Thomson, New Broad st 

Harker, John, Richmond, York, Auctioneer, July 1. Tomlin, 
Richmond 

Higham, Jas, Faversham, Kent, Bookseller, July 6. Tassell, 
Faversham 


Hope, Sir Jas Archibald, Cheltenham, Gloucester, General, June 15, 
rydges & Mellersh, Cheltenham 





Bell, Queen Victoria st 

go — Burnley, Lancashire, Innkeeper. May 24. Baldwin, 

urnley . 

Longworth, Jas, Gt Lever, Lancashire, Gent, May 23. Ramwell & 
Pennington, Bolton 

Marshall, Alex, Gilbert st, Grosvenor sq, Gent. June 17. 
Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Marshall, Eliza, Gt Portland st, Widow. June 17. 
Old Jewry chambers 

Meierhoff, Otto, Stansted rd, Forest Hill, Gent, June 24. Turner & 
Son, Leadenhall st 

North, Mary, Brackley, Spinster. July 15. Taylor & Co, Gt James st, 
Bedford row 

Oakes, Thos, Hallstock, Cheshire, Farmer. 
Northwich 

Peyton, Sir Algernon Wm, Swift’s House, nr Bicester, Oxford, Bart. 


Lawrance & 


Lawrance & Co, 


July 1. Green & Dixon, 


uly 1. Garrard & James, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 
Prior, Isaac, King Edward’s rd, Hackney, Hatter. June 3. Prior, 
Albert rd, Dalston 
Prosser, Bobt Hoy, Birkbeck rd, Acton, Gent. June 24, Turner & Son, 


Leadenhall st 
Rideing, Benj, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford,Gent. July 8. Hard- 
ing, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Roberts, Wm Robt, Kennington Park rd, Gent. Southee, 
Turaer, Bedford row 


Ely pl 
Seaborn, Thos, Hillingdon, Middx, June 22. 
Slark, Wm, Herne Bay, Kent, Esq. June 17. Bird, Liacoln’s inn fields 
Wickes, Eliz Lewis, Denmark rd, Lambeth, Widow. June 8. Mott, 
Paternoster row 
Wildash, Isaac, Ospringe, Kent, Farmer. July 6. Tassell, Faversham 


June 65. 


Wilson, John, Applethwaite, Westmoreland, Admiral. June 21. Har- 
rison & Son, Kendal 
Yates, John, Ironbridge, Solop, Maltster. Aug 1. Potts & Son, 
Broseley 
Bankrupts. 


Fripay, May 3, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proots of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Goodwin, Alfd Fredk, White-st, Church-st, Borough, Trimming Seller. 

Pet May 1. Spring-Rice. May 23 at 12 
Hayward, Wm, Portland-pl, St. John’s Wood-rd, Pet April 24. Spring- 

Rice. May 23 at 1 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Collier, Wm Jas, Tottenham, Middx, Cheesemoager. 
Pulley. Edmonton, May 16 at 11 

Hill, Jas, Chester, Comm Agent. Pet May 1. 
20 at 12 

Posnett, Hutchinson, Warley, Essex, Lieut. First Reg. of Foot. 
April 19. Gepp. Chelmsford, May 17 at 10 

Seddon, Jas, Southport, Lancashire, lankeepes. Pet April 21. Watson. 
Lpool, May 15 at2 


Pet April 29. 


Royle. Chester, May 


Pet 


Turspay, May 7, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Weston, Benj Dent, Bush-lane, Packer. Pet May 3. Murray. May 
28 at 12 
Wilson, Ernest Hubert, Cornhil!, Insurance Broker. Pet May 4. Roche. 
May 23 at 1! 
To Surrender ia the Country, 
Astill, John, Sheffield, Builder. Pet May2. Wake. Sheifield. May 
23 at lu 


Killmaster, Wm Richd, Leafield, Oxon, no business. Pet April 30 
Bishop. Oxford, May 22 at 11.30 

Lee, Sarah, Dudley, Worcester, Baker. Pet April 23. Walker. Dadley, 
May 23 at 12 


Rowlands, John, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Draper. Pet May 3. Jones. 
i Bangor, May 20 at 10 
Stone, Hy Chas, Lewisham, Kent, Geat. Pet April 15. Farndeld. 


Greenwich, May 20 at 2 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, May 7, 1872. 


Horsley, Chas, and Richd Horsley, Beccles, Suffolk, Coach Builders. 

Aprii 30 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, May 3, 1872. 

Allen, Chas, Leek, Stafford, Chemist. May 16 at 2, at oMicesof Tennaat, 
Cheapside, Hanle 

Aylwin, Chas, Bedhampton, Hants, Farmer. 
Hotel, Havant. Vosper, Havant 

Bagridge, Edw@, Fairfield rd, Bow, Church Builder. May 22 at 3, at 
offices of Tickle, Gt St Thomas Apostle, Queen st, Cheapside y 

Baker, Geo, Southampton, Stoaemason, May 17 at 4, at office of Kilby, 
Portiand st, Southampton 

Baker, Robt, sen, Nottingham, no oceupation, May 24 at 12, at offices 
of Cowley, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Banks, John Hy, Drary lane, Holborn, Blectrotyper, May 17 at 3, at 
offices of Upward, Copthall ct, Throgmortoa st 

Bath, Chas, Bath, Dyer, May 14 at 11, at offices of Bartram, North- 
umberland bidgs, Bath 

Sowen, Thos Hy, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Comm Agent. May 17 at2,at 
the Ship and Castle Hotel, Lianelly, Morris, Swansea 


May 21 at 1, at the Bear 
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Brook, Jas, Hudderstield, York, Builder. May 22 at 3, at offices of Lea- 
royd & Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Brooks, Mores, Edenbridge, Kert. Miller. May 22 at 2, at offices of 
Birchal], Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane. Harrison, Furnivalis 
inn, Holbora 

Brown, Goodman, Goulbourn rd, Notting Hill, Zinc Worker. May 14 at 
2, at offices of Lewis, Cheapside 

Capen, Emily, Warwick, Millizer. May 15 at 2, at offices of Sanderson, 
Northgate st, Warwick 

Carter, Jonathan, Knightsbridge green, Auctioneers’ Manager. May 24 
atl, at offices of Watkin, Gray’s inn sq 

Chown, Hy Chas, Lpool, Grocer. May 17 at 2, at office of Vine, Cable 
st, Lpool. Grocott & Browne, Lpool 

Clowes, Fredk, Birm, Tailor. May 17 at 11, at 33, Union st, Birm. 

rber 

Coates, Sarah Jane, Scarborough, York, Boot Dealer. May 7 at 2, at the 
Savings’ Bank, King st. Williamson, Scarborough 

Cohen, Bernard, Lpoo!, Glass Dealer. May 16 at 3, at office of Vine, 
Cable st, Lpool. Grocott & Browne, Lpool 

Crisp, Thos, Sedge‘ord, Norfolk, Shopkeeper. May 17 at 12, at offices of 
Nurse & Son, St James’ st, King’s Lynn 

Dean, Geo, Newton-by-Middlewich, Cheshire, Grocer. May 17 at 
1.30, at the White Bear Hotel, Middlewich. Cooks, Middlewich 

Drake, Joseph. Acton, Middx, Greengrocer. May 16 at 11, at offices of 
Calverley, Warwick House, Shepherd’s Bush 

Edwards, Wm, Bishopsgate st Without, Seedsman. May 24 at 10, at 
145, Cheapside. Chorley, Moorgate st 

Embley Mark. Clitheroe, Lancashire, Tailor. May 16 at 11.30, at the 
White Ball Hotel, Church st, Blackburn. Eastham, Clitheros 

Etches, John, Scarborough, York, Tailor, May 9 at 12, at office of 
Moody & Co, St Thomas st, Scarborough 

Foskett, Geo, Metropolitan Meat Market, Meat Salesman. May 15 at 
12, at offices of Eagleton & Mason, Newgate st 

Frechet, Fras Fordham, Warwick st, Pimlico, out of business. May 10 
at 12, at 12, Hatton gdn. Marshall 

Frost, Robt Jas, Old Kent rd, Ironmonger. May 13 at 3, at offices of 
Hicklin & Washington, Trinity sq, Southwark 

Goodman, Walter Edwards, Streatley, Berks, Grocer. May 14 at Il, at 
the George Hote!, Reading. Cave, Newbery 

Hall, John, & Wm Hy Hall, Blackburn, Lancashire, Fish Salesmen. 
May 20 at 11, at offices of Boote & Edgar, George st, Manch 

Hardy, Geo, Newsuld Moor, Derby, Beerhouse Keeper. May 17 at 3, at 
office of Gee, Fig Tree chambers, Sheffield 

Harris, John, Fenny Compton, Warwick, Saddler. May 14 at 11, at 

© offices of Munton & Stockton, High st, Banbury 

Harvey, Robt, Ipswich, Suffolk, Fishmonger. May 24 at 2, at office of 
Pelisrd, St Lawrence st, Ipswich 

Hessey, Susan, Tipton, Stafford, Bootmaker. May 16 at 11 at offices of 
Travie, Lower Church lane, Tipton 

Hewson, Jas, Lpool. Licensed Victualler. May 17 at 2, at offices of 
Hughes, Lord st, Lpocl 

Hopwood, Margaret Maria, L eds, Provision Dealer. May 22 at 3, at 
offices of Fawcett & Matcoln, Park row, Leeds 

Horrcbin, Wm, Manch, Slater. May 17 at 3, at offices of Jones, Princess 
st, Manch 

Houldey, Wm, Liim, Plasterer. May 10 at 12, at offices of Griffin, Ben- 
neti’s hil', Bi:m 

Hadsn, Joseph Wm, Eastcheap, Bootmaker. May 17 at 2, at the Be'l 
Tavern, Bush lane, Ca: non st. Johnson, Car. line st, Bedford sq 

1, Fruit Dealer. May |i at 12, at offices of Kennedy, 











, birm 

Hyde, Wm, Lower Broughton, Salford, Lancashire, out of business. 
May '6 at 3, at office of Leigh, Brown st, Manch 

Ibvotsen, Twos Hamer, Manch, Agent. May 15 at 3, at the Royal Hotel, 
Mosley st, Manch. S:le & Co, Manch 

Ingham, Jona' han Jackson, Wai Brook, & Hy Woodhead, Pudsey, York, 
Waste Dealers. May 24 at Li, at offices of Rhodes, Duke st, Bradford 

Jewitt, Wm, Liverpool, Optician, May 15 at 1, at office of Brabner, 
North John st, Lpool 

Jones, Edwd, Bristol, Comm Agent. May 10 at 2, at offices of Beckinz- 
ham, Albion chambers, Browi *t, bristei 

Jones, Hester, Burry Port, Pembrey, Carmarthen, Grocer. May 15 at 
3, at 14, Park st, Lianly. Howell 

: tf rd, Builder. May 16 at 2, at office of Ebs- 

esvlury 

ineock, Plymouth, Devon, Fancy Warehouseman, May 

ces Of Elworichy & Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

annton, Oxford, Farm Bailiff. May 22 at 12, at office 


ep st, Bicester 















Ss 








Lowevorth. ‘li os, Farnworth, Lancashire, Collier. May 15 at 3, at 
offices of Ramwell & Pennington, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Luck. Edwd, Louth, Lircoin, late Sheriff’s Officer. May 18 at 11, at 


offices «f Mason & Falkner, Eastgate, Louth 
Mailiet. John Philip, Laurenee Pountney bili, Merchant. May 18 at J, at 
offices of Druce, Biliter sq 
, Guiseppe Francescu Carlo, & Emilio Evangelisti, Gt Winckester 
idgs, Merchanis. Miy 20 at 2, at offices of Linklater & Co, 
y 0068 
Sam!, Oldham, Lancashire, Timplate Worker. May 20 at 3, at 
: of Kylance, Essex st 
viva, Ja’, & Allan MeInnes, Kingston-upo1-Hall, Curriers. May 
2, a6 office, of Hearficld, Seale lane, Kingston upon-Hail 
MeMillen, Dorethy, & Jas McMillen, Lpool, Cigar Manufactarers. May 
15 at 2, at officeof Jones, Harrington st. Lpool 
Needham, Semurl, Eariescown, Lancashire, lronmonger, May 21 at 2, 
at office of Leach, Queen st, Earlestown 
Pankhur-t, Joseph, Westficléd, Sussex, Wheelwright. May 13 at 12, at 
Office of Langham & Son, Robertson at, Hastings 
Payne, das, Tarniiam “reen, Middx, Baker. May ¥7 at 3, at Hickin- 
bothan.’s Coff-e rooms, New Corn Exchange, Mark lane 
Perrin, L-wis Win, Wellinghrough, Northampton, Waggon Merchant. 
May 17 at 2, at offices ot Hdwards & Co, Poets’ corner, Westminster, 
Barri, Westminster 
P.ice, Jas Palmer, Tecten 
offices A Bolvon & Co, 








a\l, Stafford, Corn Broker. May 17 at 12, at 
Snow hill, Wolversampton 





Prior, $am\ Treleaven, & sari Jas Barrell Prior, Penge, Kent, Lime 
Merchants. May % at 4.20, at offices cf Bishop, New inn, Straud 





Roberts, Geo, Bristol, Mason. May 11 at 11, at offices of Essery, Guild- 
hall, broad st, Bristol 

Robertson, Geo, Leadenhall st, Engineer. May 16 at 2, at offices of 
Tatham, Gt Kuight Rider st, Doctors’ commons 

Roe, Jas, Sheffield, Bootmaker, May 16 at 2, at the Midland Hotel, 
Derby. Burdekin & Co 

Smith, John, Sieepshed, Leicester, out of business. May 17 at 12, at 
offices of Deane, Market pl, Loughborouga 

Stockbridze, John, Neate st, Camberwell, Earthenware Dealer. May 
W at 2, at offices of Curling, Gray’s inn sq 

Stone, Geo, Bath, Publican. May 16 at 2, at offizes of M oger, Wood st, 
Rath 

Terry, Wm Cox, West Malling, Kent, Fruiterer. May 13 at 4, at the 
Star Hotel, Maidstone. Goodwin, Maidstone 

Trotman, Edwin, Bristol, Builder. May 17 at 2, at offices of Becking- 
ham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Trump, Edmd, Bathpool, Somerset, Farmer. May 16 at 12, at offices 
of Reed & Cvok, Paul st. Taunton 

Tarrall, Thos Hy, Leamingron Priors, Warwickshire, Butcher, May 
13 at 11, at office of Abbott, Spencer st, Leamington 

Usher, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 20 at 2, at officas of 
Boustield, Market st, Newcastla-upou-Tyne 

Vasey, Thos, Scarborough, York, Grocer. May 8 at 2, at the George 
Hotel, Hul'. Richardson, Scarborough 

Whitaker, Richd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Pawnbroker. May 22 at 3, 
at offices of King, Temple st, Birm 

Wilkinson, Fredk Smithson, Morley, nr Leeds, Draper. May 15 at 3, at 
the County Court, Dewsbury. Craven & Sunderland, Huddersfield 

Williams, Benj, Geo Williams, & Benj Williams, jun, Kinver, Stafford, 
Iron Manutacturers. May l6at 11, at the Gt Western Hotel, Birm 
Bernard & King, Stourbridge 

Wright, Benj, Hanley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. May 15 at 11, at 
the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Adderley, Longton 

Wright, Geo, Cholesbury, Buckingham, Journeyman Miller, May 16 at 
3.30, at the Swan Inn, Hemel Hempstead. Annesley, St Alban’s 

Toespay, May 7, 1872. 

Ashworth, Lambert, Oldham, Lancashice, Cotton Waste Dealer, May 
22 at 3, at the Bath Hotel, Union st, Oldham. Booth, Holmfirth 

Aslin, Richd, Chorley, Lancashire, Chemist, May 20 at |, at the Royal 
Oak Hotel, Market st, Chorley. Morris, Chorley 

Barker, John, Skipton-in-Craven, York, Whitesmith. May 22 at 11, at 
offices of Gant, Union passage, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Blaeckshaw, Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Joiner. May 22 at ll, at 
offices of Backhouse, St John’s pl, Blackburn 

Booker, Geo, Wickham, Hauts, Builder. May 20 at 3, at offices of Ford 
Queen st, Portsea 

Brightwell, Geo Wm, Tunstall, Suffolk, Gen+ral Shopkeeper. May 24 
at 3, at office of Moniton, New st, Woodbridge 

Brown, Benj, Narberth, Pembroke, General Draper. May 20 at 10.30, 
at office of Griffiths, Spilman s', Carmarthen 

Chudley, Geo, Blakewell Mills, Devon, Miller. May 20 at 3, at offices 
of Thorne, Cross st, Barnsiaple 

Colyer, John, Brunswick ter, Lower rd, Rotheriithe, Bootmaker. May 
24 at 12, at offices of Lydall, Southampton bidgs, Caancery lane 

Cooper, Wm, Hailey End, Scafford, Wheelwright. May 22 at ll,at the 
Golden Buil Inn, Tamworth st, Lichfield. Adams, Walsall 

Davies, Jas Heywood, Halifax, York, Tailor. May 17 at 3, at offices of 
Boocock, Silver st, Halifax 

Davies, Lewis Oswald, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Draper. May 25 at 2, at 
offices of Hughes & Son, North parade, Aberystwith 

Dodd, Edwd, Newcastle-upon-Iyne,Glass Manufacturer, May 23at 11, 
at offices of Ingledew & Daggett, Dean st, Neweastle-upon-Ty ne 

Drew, Jas Campion, Swanley, Kent, Licensed Victuatier, May 21 
at 1, at offices of Poole, Bartholomew close 

Farrow, Dinah, Louth, Lincoln, Dressmaker, May 20 at 11, at offices 
of Hyde, jan, Upgate, Louth 

Fitzpatiick, Jo-eph Heremon Persse, Pelham crescent, Brompton, Gent. 
May 27 at 3, at offices of Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Francis, Jolin Wms, Catlett, Haverfordwest, Auctioneer, May 36 at 11, 
at office of Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

Francis, Wm Perrott, Lilanelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. May 23 at 12, at 
39, Broad st, Bristol. Stanley & Wasbrough 

Freeth, Geo, Birm, Journeyman Bedstead Maker. May 21 at 12, at 
oftices of Green, Waterloo st, birm 

Hale, Wm Stephen, Minories, Coffee-house Keeper. May 16 at 3, at 
the National Agency Office, Queen Victoria st. Kent, Cannon st 

Hall, Wm, Faruworth, Lancashire, Printer. May 17 at 3, at offices of 
Murray, King st, Manch 

Hartley, Wm, West Ardsiey, York, Brickmaker. May 17 at 11, at offices 
of Scholey & Co, Chancery lane, Wakefield 

Hitcheock, Tios Amory, Norwich, Accountant. May 15 at 12, at offices 
of Emerson & Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Holiway, Wm John, & John Hollway, Jetfreys sq, St Mary Axe, 
Merchauts. May J7 at ll, at office of Turquand & Co, Tokenhouse 
yd. Webb & Pearson 

Hook, Win, Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. May 15 at 12, at offices of 
Collins, Willow jane, Norwich 

Hughes, Richd, Aberyatwith, Cardigan, Contractors. May 17 at li, at 
otfiee of Hughes & Son, North parade, Aberystwith 

Isaacs, Myer, Bristoi, Oi) Skin Manufacturer. May 15 at J1, at offices 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Knowles, Chris, Shoreham, sussex, Pastor. May 18 at 2, at offices of 
Gatteridge, Ship st, Brighton 

Lazarus, Abrabam, Birm, Tailor, May 15 at 3, at offices of Kennedy, 
Waserioo st, Birm 

Mackey, Arthur, Barnsley, York, G-eengrocer. May 25 at 3, at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Freeman, Huddersfield 

Marchant, Wm, & Jolin Fredk Marchant, Regent circus, Oxford st, 
Tallow Chandlers. May 27 at 2, at offices of Ladbury & Co, Cheap- 
side. Lewis & Lewis, Evy pl, Holborn 

Martin, Wm, Athole ter, Peckham rye, Commercial Traveller, May 25 
at 12, at offices of Paterson & Co, Bouverie st, Fleet st 

Mesney, Wm Michael Locke, Bootle, Lancashire, Shipping Master. May 
24 at 2, at office of Meadows, Dale st, Lpool 

Monk, Arthur, Overton,Grocer. May liat 11, at office of Godwin, 
St Thomas's st, Winchester 

Moore, Alex, Cambridge, Printer. May 17 at 2,at offices of Wayman, 
Silver st, Cambridge 
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Nodder, Richd Joseph, Lpool, Cement Manufacturer. May 18 at 11, at 
office of Laces & Co, Union ct, Lpool 

Onions, Hy, H.M. Ship “ Sultan,’ Engineer. May 17 at 4, at offices of 
King, Union st, Portsea 

Pascoe, Chas, Plymouth, Devon, Outfitter. 
Elworthy & Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Parkins, Win, Thorpe-next-Norwich, Licensed Victualler. May 18 at 
8, at office of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 

Rogers, Fras, Monks Risborough, Bucks, Miller, May 23 at 2, at 90, 
Easton st, High Wycombe 

Sennitt, Chas Kempton, Stretham, Cambridge, out of business. May 
24 at 11, at the Club Inn, Market pl, Ely. Freeman, Ely 

Stanhope, Hy, Long Melford, Suffolk, Bootmaker, May 21 at 10, at 

May 17 at 2, at offices of 


May 23 at 11, at offices of 


the White Horse Hotel, Sudbury. Cardinall 

Thomas, Geo, Oldham, Lancashire, Machinist. 
Litler & Co, Greaves st, Oldham 

Troake, Wm, Sidmouth, Devon, Grocer, May 24 at 2, at the Bude 
Haven Hotel, Exeter. Jeffery, Devon 

Turnbull, Ralph, Church Coppenhall, Cheshire, Schoolmaster, May 16 
at 3, at the Royal Hotel,Crewe. Sheppard, Crewe 

Turner, Wm Allen, Piccadilly, lodging-house Keeper. May 27 at 3, at 
offices of Crowther, Gray’s iun sq 

Walton, Geo, East rd, Hoxton, Earthenware Dealer. May 15 at 10, at 
offices of Lewis & Lewis, Coleman st. Padmore, Coleman st 

Whitter, Walrond, Bridford., Devon, Clerk iu Holy Orders. May 20 at 
10, at the Queen’s Hotel, Queen st, Exeter. Fryer 

Whitworth, Wm, Birm, Builder. May 24 at 12, at offices of Jelf & 
Goule, Newhall st, Birm : 

Worrall, Jas, & Wm Worrall, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Sewing 
Machine Manufacturers. May 17 at 11, at office of Clayton, George 
st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Young, Wm, Albert grove, Morpeth rd, South Hackney, Cab Pro- 
prietor. May 16 at 3, at offiees of Layton, jun, Gresham st 








EDE & SON, 


ROBE | Qyost MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TO HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC. 





ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


RIVATE INQUIRIES.—Mr. Nasu, late Detec- 

tive and Inspector of Police, thoroughly experienced in getting 

up evidence in Divorce, Libel, and other matters. Work expeditiously 

carried out. Unexceptionable references from eminent firms of soli- 
citors. Terms moderate.—5, Albion-chambers, Blackfriars-bridge. 


DVERTISEMENTS for the ‘‘ London Gazette,” 

“ Times,” &c.—CLiFFoRD & Poutter, 4a, Middle Temple-lane , 

E.C., News and Advertising Agents to the Honourable Societies of the 

Inner and Middie Temple, the Law Institation, Royal National Lifeboat 
Institution, Metropolis Roads Commissioners, &c. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 


No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 


Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of oes years, in the special] insertion of all pro forma notices, &<., 
and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured, 
Officially stamped forms for a¢vertisements and file of “ London 
Gazette ” kept. 


ATIONAL. INSTITUTION for DISEASES of 

the SKIN. Pxysictan—Dr, BARR MEADOWS. Patients 

attend at 227, Giay’s-inn-road, King’s-cross, on Mondays and Thursdays, 

and at }0, Mitre-street, Aldgate, on Wednesdays and Fridays ; morning 

at 10, évening from 6 till 9. Average number of cases under treatment, 
1,000 weekly. THOMAS ROBINSON, Hon. Sec. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC,—Entirely New Enter- 
tainments.—A New Version of ‘the Sleeping Beauty, by Mr. 
George Buckland, assisted by Miss Alice Barth and Miss Florence 
Hunter. Splendid scenery and dissolving views—Leccure, by Mr, J. L. 
King, on Mont Cenis and its ‘’annel-—Musical Entertainment by the 
Cremona Family on Twenty Instruments, in costumes of various na: 
tions—New Mystical Sketch, entitled Meddling with Magic : introduc- 
Ss, vi many other Illusions, the famous Polytechnic Ghost—The 
African Conjuror, Alexander Osmann—The new Violin Piano, and a 
thousand other Entertainments—Open twice daily at 12 and 7—Admis- 
sion ls, Manager, Mr. R. F. Chapman. 











CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
issued by the Board can be had ny orper of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THH LONDON FOHOOL BOARD, 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 





UTHORS ADVISED WITH as to tho Cost of 
seamed and Publishing, and the Cheapest Mode of Bringing 


out MSs, 
Yarus & Avuxanvur, Printers, 7, Symonds-inn, Chanvery-lane, 





A TLANTIC and GREAT WESTERN RAIL- 
: ROAD COMPANY. 
OFFIcIAL SCHEME OF !E-ORGANIZATION, 
Dated 18th May, 1870. 
Completion of the Conversion. 
NOTICE TO BOND AND DEBENTURE HOLDERS. 

Messrs. Biscorrsneim & GOLDSCHMIDT are now prepared to receive 
their certificates representing : — 

Debentures of 1864 (agaimst ore moiety of which First and Second 
Mortgage Bonds have been issued) for conversion of second moiety into 
Third Mortgage Bondsaud Ordiaary Shares. 

Consolidated Bonds for conversion into Third Mortgage Bonds and 
Preference Shares. 

Debentures of 1868 for conversion into Third Mortgage Bonds, Prefer- 
ence and Ordinary Shares. 

Founder’s-court, Lothbury, London, E.C., 

7th May, 1872. 


AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS. 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., The NATIONAL BANK OF 
SCOTLAND, and the BANK OF ENGLAND. 


Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Cornrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosrrs received for fixed periods on the folowing terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon. 

Biuts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

SaLes anv Porcuasés effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Steck and loans,and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, ind civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and money agencr, 
British and Indian, transacted. 





PRs 


J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


AUKENPHAST AND OQ, 
Celebrated Easy Fitting and First Class 
BOOTS for WALKING, SHOOTING, DANCING, PARADE & PARE, 
Always ready, well seasoned for immediate wear. 

These Boots are worn by Noblemen, Gentlemen, Clergymen, Mer- 
chants, Manufacturers, Lawyers, Doctors, Farmers, and every class of 
ag “eg people all over the country, the United States, Canada, 
ndia, &c. 





AGENTS EVERYWHERE. 
10, PALL MALL EAST, LONDON, S.W. 








THE NEW BANKRUPTCY 
Ts only a few minutes’ walk from 


(43<> 2 6 5, STRAND— 

Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., ls. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 23. 6d. “if I desire a subdstantiai dinuer off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wins, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in uns Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Roand, June is, 1364, 
page 440. 

The new Hall lately added is ene of the handsomest diniag-rooms in 
London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., ls. Gd. 


COURT 





IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 

Most convenient, economical, and fine flavoured steck for Beef 

Tea (about 24d. a pint), Soups, Sauces, and made dishe-, costing hardly 

more than one-fourth of what it would whea made of fresh meat; keeps 

good for any time evenafter jars being opened. 1b. jars recommended, 

being relatively the cheapest size. 

Now permanently nsed in most households in town and country. 

Caction.—Ask for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT, being the only 





sort warranted Genuine and Perfect Baron Liebig, the Inventor, by 
requiring his Signature on every Jar, 
AMPTULICON.—For SITTING ROOMS. 


I 


For Halls and Passages. 
For Nurseries and Washstands. 
For Billiaré and Toilet Mats. 

Plain, and in the choicest designs. 


[8D Bopper ‘DOOR MATS. 


ARDEN HOSE.—For Flower Gardens, in 60 
feet lengths, with Brass fitings. 


[2D Rupee WATERPROOF COATS. 


_—--— — ee, 


W HOLESALE AND RETAIL. — 





Bess IA RUBBER and KAMPTULICON 


COMPANY, 38, Cannon street, B.C, 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 11,1872. 





DOMINION OF CANADA. 


CITY OF QUEBEC 
SIX PER CENT. STERLING CONSOLIDATED FUND LOAN. 


Issue of £100,000 Sterling Bonds to Bearer of £100, £200, and £500 each, 
Redeemable at Par in Gold, in London, on the 1st of January, 1892. 


Interest payable in Gold in London, half yearly, on 1st January and 1st July in each year by Coupons annexed. 














ISSUE PRICE-PAR, 
INCLUDING COUPON FOR INTEREST ACCRUING FROM Isr MARCH LAST. 





Messrs. GRANT BROTHERS & CO. are authorised by the Corporation of the City of Quebec to receive applica - 
tions for £100,000 Terminable Debenture Bonds of the Consolidated Fund of the City of Quebec, Class C, created in 
pursuance of the Acts of Parliament, of the Province of Quebec, in the Dominion of Canada, passed 1st February, 1870, 


and 23rd December, 1871, respectively. 
These Bonds are payable to Bearer, and are secured on the General Revenue, and on the whole of the Property of the 


City of Quebec, and are issued for the purpose of extinguishing Debentures maturing. 
In the official statement of accounts, issued by the City, dated the 30th April, 1871, the total amount of Debentures 
and Stock issued by the Corporation was 2,261,775 dollars, about £452,000. : 
ae revenue of the Corporation for the fiscal year ending 30th April, 1871, as certified by the City Treasurer, amounted 
to 302,933 dollars. 


The price of Subscription is Par, or £100 per cent., payable as follows :— De 
£10 per cent. ae EN ‘a on ie ses on Application. 
40 pe ee ie ae age ee a aah on Allotment. 
50 ae ee ses i a ee te on 20th June, 1872. 


39 eee 


£100 


The interest on the Bonds—which accrues from 1st March last—is payable half-yearly on the 1st January and 1st 
a in each year. The first coupon, being four months’ interest,or £2 per £100 Bond, will become payable on the Ist 
ouly next. 

The principal is payable on the 1st January, 1892, and a Sinking Fund will be annually set apart by the Corporation 
to redeem the Bonds at the above date, in pursuance of the Act of Parliament. 

. “hing aga ay and interest are payable in sterling money in London, at the Banking House of Messrs. Grant 
srothers & Co. 

Payments in anticipation of the last instalment may be made on allotment, under discount, at the rate of £5 percent. 
perannum. Default in payment of any instalment when due will render all previous payments liable to forfeiture. 

Serip Certificates to bearer will be issued against allotment letters and receipts for deposit, and will be exchanged for 
the Bonds when all the payments are completed. 

Copies of the Acts of Parliament of the Province of Quebec, in the Dominion of Canada, and of the published accounts 
of the Corporation of the City of Quebec for the year ending 30th April, 1871, may be inspected at the offices of Messrs. 
Ashurst, Morris & Co., Solicitors, 6, Old Jewry, E.C., London. 

_ Applications must be made in the annexed form, accompanied by the deposit of £10 per cent. on the amount applied 
for. Should the amount allotted not require the whole sum so paid, the surplus will be applied towards the payment of 
the amount due on allotment. 

Tn case no allotment is made the deposit will be returned forthwith without deduction. 

Forms of Subscription may be obtained on application. 

24, Lomparp Srxeer, E.C., 
Lonpoy, 10th May, 1872. 





THE LISTS OF SUBSCRIPTION WILL BE CLOSED ON WEDNESDAY, THE \5th INSTANT.: 





DOMINION OF CANADA. 


CITY OF QUEBEC SIX PER CENT. STERLING CONSOLIDATED 
FUND LOAN, 
ISSUE OF £100,000 STERLING BONDS. 


To Messrs. Grant Broruens & Co., 
24, Lombard-street, E.C., London. 


___ T request that you will allot to me £ of the above Loan, on which I enclose the required deposit of 
£19 per Cent., 1 £ and I agree to accept the said Bonds, or any less amount you may idlot me, and to 
tice the remaining payments thereon, in accordance with the Prospectus issued by you, dated 10th May, 1872. 

Narse at full lengtls....s0.c000e sevecsseses sersovcccenenvedapeaseseo(ucsaeeieeee 

RAGIN 0 sey sssczesercesreseieerss sevesscroccevovosnes 

Date secesesssseecse 02 
Signature ...sesees 


err? eee ee 





